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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having general
applicability and legal effect, most of which
are keyed to and codified in the Code of
Federal Regulations, which is published under
50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by
the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of
new books are listed in the first FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of each week.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

9 CFR Part 2

[Docket No. APHIS-2011-0003]

RIN 0579-AD57

Animal Welfare; Retail Pet Stores and

Licensing Exemptions; Technical
Amendment

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.
ACTION: Final rule; technical
amendment.

SUMMARY: In a final rule published in
the Federal Register on September 18,
2013, and effective on November 18,
2013, we amended the regulations
concerning the definition of retail pet
store and related regulations in order to
ensure that the definition in the
regulations is consistent with the
Animal Welfare Act (AWA), thereby
bringing more pet animals sold at retail
under the protection of the AWA. As
part of that action, we raised from three
to four the maximum number of female
breeding dogs, cats, or certain other
animals that a person can maintain and
be exempted from licensing, as long as
they sell only the offspring of those
animals born and raised on their
premises for pets or exhibition and are
not otherwise required to obtain a
license. In the final rule, we overlooked
raising the number of breeding females
in one provision in the regulations
concerning animal purchases by dealers
and exhibitors. This document corrects
the oversight.

DATES: Effective January 23, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Gerald Rushin, Veterinary Medical
Officer, Animal Care, APHIS, 4700 River
Road Unit 84, Riverdale, MD 20737—
1236; (301) 851-3751.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In a final
rule? that was published in the Federal
Register on September 18, 2013 (78 FR
57227-57250, Docket No. APHIS-2011—
0003), and effective on November 18,
2013, we amended the regulations
concerning the definition of retail pet
store and related regulations in order to
ensure that the definition of retail pet
store in the regulations is consistent
with the Animal Welfare Act (AWA),
thereby bringing more pet animals sold
at retail under the protection of the
AWA.

As part of that action, in § 2.1(a)(3) we
changed from three to four the
maximum number of female breeding
dogs or cats that a person can maintain
and be exempted from licensing, so long
as they sell only the offspring of those
animals born and raised on their
premises for pets or exhibition and are
not otherwise required to obtain a
license. In the final rule, we overlooked
raising the number of breeding females
in §2.132(d) from three to four with
respect to licensing exemption
provisions for persons selling cats, dogs,
or certain other animals to dealers or
exhibitors. This document corrects the
oversight.

List of Subjects in 9 CFR Part 2

Animal welfare, Pets, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Research.

Accordingly, 9 CFR part 2 is amended
as follows:

PART 2—REGULATIONS

m 1. The authority citation for part 2
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 2131-2159; 7 CFR
2.22,2.80, and 371.7.

§2.132 [Amended]

m 2.In § 2.132, paragraph (d) is

amended by removing the word “‘three”

and adding the word “four” in its place.
Done in Washington, DC, this 16th day of

January 2015.

Kevin Shea,

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health

Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-01149 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

1To view the rule, supporting analyses, and
comments we received, go to http://
www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-
2011-0003.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Bureau of Industry and Security

15 CFR Parts 738, 740, 742, and 758
[Docket No. 130405339-3339-01]

RIN 0694—-AF72

U.S.-India Bilateral Understanding:
Additional Revisions to the U.S. Export
and Reexport Controls Under the
Export Administration Regulations

AGENCY: Bureau of Industry and
Security, Commerce.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: In this rule, the Bureau of
Industry and Security (BIS) amends the
Export Administration Regulations
(EAR) to further implement the bilateral
understanding between the United
States and India announced by
President Obama and India’s Prime
Minister Singh on November 8, 2010.
On January 25, 2011, BIS published the
first rule in a series of rules to
implement the bilateral understanding
between the two countries. These rules
fulfill the President’s and Prime
Minister’s commitment to work together
to strengthen the global nonproliferation
and export control framework and
further transform our bilateral export
control cooperation to realize the full
potential of the strategic partnership
between the two countries. Specifically,
in this rule, to further implement the
November 8, 2010 bilateral
understanding, BIS removes license
requirements for certain items
controlled for crime control and
regional stability reasons to India. BIS
also makes conforming changes in this
rule.

DATES: This rule is effective January 23,
2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chantal Lakatos, Office of
Nonproliferation and Treaty
Compliance, Bureau of Industry and
Security, Department of Commerce, by
telephone: (202) 482—-1739; or by email:
Chantal.Lakatos@bis.doc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:


http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2011-0003
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2011-0003
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2011-0003
mailto:Chantal.Lakatos@bis.doc.gov

3464

Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 15/Friday, January 23, 2015/Rules and Regulations

Background

U.S.-India Bilateral Understanding:
Additional Revisions to the U.S. Export
and Reexport Controls Under the Export
Administration Regulations

On January 25, 2011, the Bureau of
Industry and Security (BIS) published a
final rule, the first in a series of rules,
which amended the Export
Administration Regulations (EAR) to
implement the U.S.-India bilateral
understanding (76 FR 4228, January 25,
2011) (January 25 rule). The January 25
rule and the bilateral understanding
were the result of the November 8, 2010
Joint Statement issued by President
Obama and Prime Minister Singh of
India announcing that they had resolved
to expand and strengthen the U.S.-India
global strategic partnership. (U.S.-India
Joint Statement, November 8, 2010). The
Joint Statement covered a range of
issues, activities, and programs that
reflect the vision of the President and of
India’s Prime Minister. In the Joint
Statement, the leaders reaffirmed that
the U.S.-India strategic partnership is
indispensable for global stability and
prosperity and reaffirmed existing
assurances regarding procurement and
use by India of items subject to the EAR.
In the Joint Statement, recognizing that
India and the United States should play
a leadership role in promoting global
nonproliferation objectives and their
desire to expand high technology
cooperation and trade, the two leaders
committed to work together to
strengthen the global export control
framework and further transform
bilateral export control regulations and
policies. The two nations decided to
take mutual steps to expand U.S.-India
cooperation in civil space, defense and
other high technology sectors.

The United States’ implementation of
the commitment included removing
Indian defense and space related
entities from the Entity List, as well as
realigning India in U.S. export control
regulations. Additionally, the Joint
Statement announced that the United
States “intends to support India’s full
membership in the four multilateral
export control regimes (Nuclear
Suppliers Group, Missile Technology
Control Regime, Australia Group, and
Wassenaar Arrangement) in a phased
manner, and to consult with regime
members to encourage the evolution of
regime membership criteria . . .
consistent with maintaining the core
principles of these regimes, as the
Government of India takes steps towards
the full adoption of the regimes’ export
control requirements to reflect its
prospective membership, with both
processes moving forward together.”

The January 25 rule began the
implementation of those reforms by
revising certain export and reexport
controls for India, including the removal
of nine Indian entities from the Entity
List. In addition, in the January 25 rule,
BIS amended the EAR to remove India
from Country Groups D:2, D:3, and D:4,
and to add India to Country Group A:2
in Supplement No. 1 to Part 740. BIS
also made conforming changes in the
EAR.

In this rule, BIS amends the EAR to
further implement the November 8,
2010 bilateral understanding between
the United States and India.
Specifically, this rule removes India
from Crime Controls (CC) columns 1
and 3, and Regional Stability (RS)
column 2 on the Commerce Country
Chart in Supplement No. 1 to Part 738
of the EAR because the Government of
India has now taken appropriate steps to
ensure that the specific U.S.-origin
items controlled for CC and RS reasons
are not reexported from India without a
license. However, a license requirement
remains for items controlled under
export control classification numbers
(ECCNs) 6 A003.b.4.b and 9A515.e for
RS column 2 reasons when destined to
India. BIS also makes conforming
changes in this rule. These changes, like
those in the January 25 rule, are in the
national interest of the United States.

Specific Additional Amendments to the
EAR Further Implementing the U.S.-
India Bilateral Understanding

Part 738—Commerce Control List
Overview and the Country Chart

BIS amends the EAR to remove the
“X” in CC columns 1 and 3 and in RS
column 2 for “India” in Supplement No.
1 to Part 738 of the EAR (Commerce
Country Chart). These actions remove
the license requirement for India for
U.S.—origin items controlled under the
EAR for CC columns 1 and 3 reasons
and for RS column 2 reasons. BIS notes
that the elimination of license
requirements for RS column 2 items to
India does not eliminate license
requirements for items classified under
ECCNs 6A003.b.4.b and 9A515.e.

Part 758—Export Clearance
Requirements

In addition, BIS amends the EAR to
establish a filing requirement in the
Automated Export System (AES) for
items exported to India when those
items fall under an ECCN on the
Commerce Control List in Supplement
No. 1 to Part 774, for which CC columns
1 and 3, and RS column 2 are listed as
reasons for control. Specifically, BIS
amends section 758.1 of the EAR by

adding new paragraph (b)(9) that
requires exporters file an AES record for
items controlled for CC 1 and 3 and RS
2 reasons when such items are for
export to India, regardless of value.

BIS amends section 758.6 by adding
new paragraph (c) requiring a notation
on the invoice, bill of lading, air
waybill, or other export control
document that accompanies the
shipment from its point of origin in the
United States to the ultimate consignee
or end-user in India. The notation will
indicate the ECCNs of items for which
CC columns 1 or 3, or RS column 2
reasons for control are listed, that they
are destined to India, and that
authorization may be required from the
U.S. Department of Commerce for
reexport of the items.

Conforming Amendments

Section 740.2 (Restrictions on All
License Exceptions) and Supplement 1
to Part 738 (Commerce Country Chart)

As a conforming change to removing
the license requirement for India for
items controlled for CC columns 1 and
3 reasons, BIS also amends section
740.2 of the EAR to add India to
paragraph (a)(4)(i). Inclusion in
paragraph (a)(4)(i) identifies India as
one of the countries or organizations
(i.e., Australia, Japan, New Zealand, or
a NATO (North Atlantic Treaty
Organization) member state) for which
the restrictions on license exceptions
due to license requirements described in
section 742.7 (crime control and
detection) do not apply. This status for
India also broadens the availability of
license exceptions under the EAR for
items exported to India.

BIS also amends the EAR to make a
conforming change by adding a seventh
footnote to Supplement No. 1 to Part
738 to notify exporters of an AES filing
requirement for CC columns 1 and 3
items, and RS column 2 items when
they are intended for export to India.
That footnote also notifies exporters that
the elimination of license requirements
for items controlled for RS column 2
reasons to India does not apply to items
controlled under ECCNs 6A003.b.4.b
and 9A515.e.

Section 742.6 (Regional Stability)

Finally, BIS makes conforming
changes in paragraph (a)(4)(i) of section
742.6 to add India to the list of countries
for which a license is not required for
items controlled for RS column 2
reasons for control, while also pointing
out that a license requirement remains
for items controlled under ECCNs
6A003.b.4.b and 9A515.e for RS column
2 reasons when destined to India.
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Export Administration Act

Although the Export Administration
Act expired on August 20, 2001, the
President, through Executive Order
13222 of August 17, 2001, 3 CFR, 2001
Comp., p. 783 (2002), as amended by
Executive Order 13637 of March 8,
2013, 78 FR 16129 (March 13, 2013) and
as extended by the Notice of August 7,
2014, 79 FR 46959 (August 11, 2014),
has continued the Export
Administration Regulations in effect
under the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act. BIS continues to
carry out the provisions of the Export
Administration Act, as appropriate and
to the extent permitted by law, pursuant
to Executive Order 13222, as amended
by Executive Order 13637.

On January 20, 2015, the Under
Secretary of Commerce for Industry and
Security, pursuant to the authority
delegated to him under section 6(n)(2)
of the Export Administration Act,
designated India as an eligible
destination for export and reexport of
items controlled for crime control (CC)
without a license.

Rulemaking Requirements

1. Executive Orders 13563 and 12866
direct agencies to assess all costs and
benefits of available regulatory
alternatives and, if regulation is
necessary, to select regulatory
approaches that maximize net benefits
(including potential economic,
environmental, public health and safety
effects, distributive impacts, and
equity). Executive Order 13563
emphasizes the importance of
quantifying both costs and benefits, of
reducing costs, of harmonizing rules,
and of promoting flexibility. This rule
has been designated a “‘significant
regulatory action,” although not
economically significant, under section
3(f) of Executive Order 12866.
Accordingly, the rule has been reviewed
by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB).

2. Notwithstanding any other
provisions of law, no person is required
to respond to nor be subject to a penalty
for failure to comply with a collection
of information, subject to the
requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501
et seq.) (PRA), unless that collection of
information displays a currently valid
OMB Control Number. This rule
involves collections of information
subject to the PRA. This collection has
been approved by OMB under control
numbers 0694—0088, “‘Simplified
Network Application Processing
System,” which includes among other
things license applications and carries a

burden hour estimate of 43.8 minutes
for a manual or electronic application;
and 0694—0122, “Licensing
Responsibilities and Enforcement,”
which carries a burden hour estimate of
5 seconds to manually or electronically
complete each required export clearance
document. Total burden hours
associated with the PRA and OMB
control numbers 0694—0088 and 0694—
0122 are not expected to increase as a
result of this rule.

3. This rule does not contain policies
with Federalism implications as that
term is defined under Executive Order
13132.

4. Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553(a)(1), the
provisions of the Administrative
Procedure Act requiring notice of
proposed rulemaking, the opportunity
for public participation, and a delay in
effective date, are inapplicable because
this regulation involves a military or
foreign affairs function of the United
States. (See 5 U.S.C. 553(a)(1)). This rule
further implements the phased aspects
of the understanding between the
United States and India reflected in the
November 8, 2010 U.S.-India Joint
Statement and is not discretionary. No
other law requires that a notice of
proposed rulemaking and an
opportunity for public comment be
given for this rule. Because a notice of
proposed rulemaking and an
opportunity for public comment are not
required to be given for this rule by 5
U.S.C. 553, or by any other law, the
analytical requirements of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601
et seq., are not applicable. Accordingly,
no Regulatory Flexibility analysis is
required and none has been prepared.
Notwithstanding these considerations,
BIS welcomes public comments and
will review them on a continuing basis.

List of Subjects
15 CFR Part 738
Exports.
15 CFR Parts 740 and 758

Administrative practice and
procedure, Exports, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

15 CFR Part 742

Exports, Terrorism.

Accordingly, parts 738, 740, 742, and
758 of the EAR (15 CFR parts 730-774)
are amended as follows:

PART 738—[AMENDED]

m 1. The authority citation for part 738
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 50 U.S.C. app. 2401 et seq.; 50
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; 10 U.S.C. 7420; 10 U.S.C.

7430(e); 22 U.S.C. 287c; 22 U.S.C. 3201 et
seq.; 22 U.S.C. 6004; 30 U.S.C. 185(s), 185(u);
42 U.S.C. 2139a; 42 U.S.C. 6212; 43 U.S.C.
1354; 15 U.S.C. 1824a; 50 U.S.C. app. 5; 22
U.S.C. 7201 et seq.; 22 U.S.C. 7210; E.O.
13026, 61 FR 58767, 3 CFR, 1996 Comp., p.
228; E.O. 13222, 66 FR 44025, 3 CFR, 2001
Comp., p. 783; Notice of August 7, 2014, 79
FR 46959 (August 11, 2014).

m 2. Amend Supplement No. 1 to part
738 by:
m a. Removing “X” in columns “RS 2”
and “CC 1 and 3” for “India”’; and
m b. Adding footnote designation 7 to
“India’’; and
m c. Adding footnote 7.

The addition reads as follows:

Supplement No. 1 to Part 738—
Commerce Country Chart

* * * * *

7See § 758.1(b)(9) for an AES filing
requirement for exports of CC column 1
or 3, or RS column 2 items to India.
Also note that a license is still required
for items controlled under ECCNs
6A003.b.4.b and 9A515.e for RS column
2 reasons when destined to India.

PART 740—[AMENDED]

m 3. The authority citation for part 740
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 50 U.S.C. app. 2401 et seq.; 50
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; 22 U.S.C. 7201 et seq.;
E.O. 13026, 61 FR 58767, 3 CFR, 1996 Comp.,
p. 228; E.O. 13222, 66 FR 44025, 3 CFR, 2001
Comp., p. 783; Notice of August 7, 2014, 79
FR 46959 (August 11, 2014).

m 4. Amend § 740.2 by revising
paragraph (a)(4)(i) to read as follows:

§740.2 Restrictions on all License
Exceptions.

(a) * *x %

(4) L

(i) Being made to Australia, India,
Japan, New Zealand, or a NATO (North
Atlantic Treaty Organization) member
state (see NATO membership listing in
§772.1 of the EAR):

* * * * *

PART 742—[AMENDED]

m 5. The authority citation for part 742
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 50 U.S.C. app. 2401 et seq.; 50
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; 22 U.S.C. 3201 et seq.;
42 U.S.C. 2139a; 22 U.S.C. 7201 et seq.; 22
U.S.C. 7210; Sec. 1503, Pub. L. 108-11, 117
Stat. 559; E.O. 12058, 43 FR 20947, 3 CFR,
1978 Comp., p. 179; E.O. 12851, 58 FR 33181,
3 CFR, 1993 Comp., p. 608; E.O. 12938, 59
FR 59099, 3 CFR, 1994 Comp., p. 950; E.O.
13026, 61 FR 58767, 3 CFR, 1996 Comp., p.
228; E.O. 13222, 66 FR 44025, 3 CFR, 2001
Comp., p. 783; Presidential Determination
2003-23 of May 7, 2003, 68 FR 26459, May
16, 2003; Notice of August 7, 2014, 79 FR
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46959 (August 11, 2014); Notice of November
7,2014, 79 FR 67035 (November 12, 2014).

m 6. Amend § 742.6 by revising
paragraph (a)(4)(i) to read as follows:

§742.6 Regional stability.

(a) L

(4) * * %

(i) License requirements applicable to
most RS Column 2 items. As indicated
in the CCL and in RS Column 2 of the
Commerce Country Chart (see
Supplement No. 1 to part 738 of the
EAR), a license is required to any
destination except Australia, India,
Japan, New Zealand, and countries in
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO) for all items in ECCNs on the
CCL that include RS Column 2 in the
Country Chart column of the “License
Requirements” section. A license
continues to be required for items
controlled under ECCNs 6A003.b.4.b
and 9A515.e for RS Column 2 reasons
when destined to India.

* * * * *

PART 758—[AMENDED]

m 7. The authority citation for part 758
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 50 U.S.C. app. 2401 et seq.; 50
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; E.O. 13222, 66 FR 44025,
3 CFR, 2001 Comp., p. 783; Notice of August
7, 2014, 79 FR 46959 (August 11, 2014).

m 8. Amend § 758.1 by adding paragraph
(b)(9) to read as follows:

§758.1 The Electronic Export Information
(EEI) filing to the Automated Export System
(AES).

(b) * % %

(9) For items that fall under ECCNs
that list CC Column 1 and 3 and RS
Column 2 (see Supplement No. 1 to part
738 of the EAR) as reasons for control
and such items are for export, regardless
of value, to India.

m 9. Amend § 758.6 by adding paragraph
(c) to read as follows:

§758.6 Destination control statements and
other information furnished to consignees.
* * * * *

(c) Additional requirement for items
under ECCNs for which CC Column 1 or
3 or RS Column 2 are listed as reasons
for control and are destined to India. In
addition to the DCS as required in
paragraph (a) of this section, the
following information must be printed
on the invoice, bill of lading, air
waybill, or other export control
document that accompanies the
shipment from its point of origin in the
United States to the ultimate consignee
or end-user in India: ““These items are

classified under Export Control
Classification Number(s) (ECCN(s)) [Fill-
in the ECCNs for which CC 1 or 3 or RS
2 are listed as reasons for control] and
destined to India. Authorization for
reexport from India may be required
from the U.S. Department of
Commerce.”

Dated: January 20, 2015.
Eric L. Hirschhorn,
Under Secretary for Industry and Security.
[FR Doc. 2015-01273 Filed 1-22—-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-33-P

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

16 CFR Chapter Il

[Docket No. CPSC-2015-0002]

Notice of Determination Under the
Drywall Safety Act of 2012

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of determination.

SUMMARY: The Consumer Product Safety
Commission (CPSC, or Commission) is
announcing that, pursuant to the
requirements of the Drywall Safety Act
of 2012 (DSA), the Commission has
determined that: ASTM C1396—14a,
“Standard Specification for Gypsum
Board,” is a voluntary standard for
drywall manufactured or imported for
use in the United States that limits
sulfur content to a level not associated
with elevated rates of corrosion in the
home; ASTM C1396—14a became
effective less than two years after the
enactment of the DSA; and ASTM
C1396-14a was developed by
Subcommittee C11.01 on Specifications
and Test Methods for Gypsum Products
of ASTM International. Based on these
determinations, the sulfur content limit
in ASTM C1396—14a shall be treated as
a consumer product safety rule
promulgated under the Consumer
Product Safety Act (CPSA). Drywall
manufactured or imported for use in the
United States shall be subject to the
general conformity certification (GCC)
requirements of the CPSA.

DATES: This action becomes effective on
July 22, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Rohit Khanna, Office of Hazard
Identification and Reduction, U.S.
Consumer Product Safety Commission,
5 Research Place, Rockville, MD 20850;
telephone (301) 987-2508; email
rkhanna@cpsc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

CPSC began investigating drywall in
2009, after reports from homeowners
that they were seeing corrosion of metal
items inside their homes. According to
homeowners’ reports, the items
primarily involved were electrical
fixtures, appliances, plumbing, and air
conditioner coils. CPSC used the term
“problem drywall” to refer to drywall
associated with elevated rates of metal
corrosion. After CPSC’s initial
investigations, CPSC joined with the
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD), the U.S. Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention
(CDC), and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) to form the
Federal Interagency Task Force on
Problem Drywall (Task Force).

In the course of this investigation,
samples of problem drywall were
analyzed for chemical content and
emissions. CPSC staff analysis of
chemical content and emissions from
problem drywall determined that
certain brands of drywall produced
around the year 2006 contain elevated
levels of elemental sulfur (octahedral
sulfur, Sg) and have elevated emission
factors for hydrogen sulfide (H>S) and
other reactive sulfur gases known to
corrode materials containing copper and
silver. CPSC staff’s analysis of the
technical data also determined that the
presence of elemental sulfur in excess of
10 ppm in drywall is associated with
elevated emission factors for hydrogen
sulfide (H»S) and other reactive sulfur
gases that are known to cause
accelerated corrosion of copper and
silver in homes.

CPSC staff and HUD relied on the
results of this analysis to develop
guidance materials to help homeowners
identify homes with problem drywall
and to correct the problem by removing
and replacing the problem drywall and
certain other components of the home.
These guidance documents are available
on CPSC’s Web site.?

II. The Drywall Safety Act of 2012

On January 14, 2013, the President
signed the Drywall Safety Act of 2012
(DSA) into law. Pub. L. 112—-266, 126
Stat. 2437 (2013). The DSA established

1Identification Guidance for Homes with
Corrosion from Problem Drywall as of March 18,
2011, by the U.S. Consumer Product Safety
Commission and the U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development http://www.cpsc.gov//
PageFiles/115328/IDguidance031811.pdf.
Remediation Guidance for Homes with Corrosion
from Problem Drywall as of March 15, 2013, by the
U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission and the
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development http://www.cpsc.gov//Global/
Safety% 20Education/Safety-Information-Centers/
Drywall/remediation031513.pdf.


http://www.cpsc.gov//Global/Safety%20Education/Safety-Information-Centers/Drywall/remediation031513.pdf
http://www.cpsc.gov//Global/Safety%20Education/Safety-Information-Centers/Drywall/remediation031513.pdf
http://www.cpsc.gov//Global/Safety%20Education/Safety-Information-Centers/Drywall/remediation031513.pdf
http://www.cpsc.gov//PageFiles/115328/IDguidance031811.pdf
http://www.cpsc.gov//PageFiles/115328/IDguidance031811.pdf
mailto:rkhanna@cpsc.gov
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several requirements related to problem
drywall.

The Drywall Labeling Requirement.
The DSA states that 180 days after the
date of enactment of the DSA, the
gypsum board labeling provisions of
standard ASTM C1264-11 2 must be
treated as a rule promulgated by CPSC
under section 14(c) of the CPSA. ASTM
uses the more technical term ‘“‘gypsum
board” to refer to the class of products
that CPSC refers to as “drywall.” The
labeling provisions in ASTM C1264-11
are currently in effect as a CPSC
mandatory standard. The DSA provides
a process for revision of the CPSC
standard if ASTM revises the labeling
provisions in the ASTM standard and
notifies the Commission of the revision.
To date, although ASTM has revised
some provisions in ASTM C1264-11,
ASTM has not revised the labeling
provisions.

Revision of Remediation Guidance for
Drywall Disposal Required. The DSA
requires the CPSC to revise CPSC’s
guidance entitled “Remediation
Guidance for Homes with Corrosion
from Problem Drywall” to specify that
problem drywall removed from homes
pursuant to the guidance should not be
reused or used as a component in the
production of new drywall. CPSC
revised the Remediation Guidance as
directed when CPSC published a new
Remediation Guidance on the CPSC
Web site on March 15, 2013.

Sulfur Content Standard
Requirement. The DSA requires CPSC to
promulgate a final rule pertaining to
drywall manufactured or imported for
use in the United States within two
years of the date of enactment of the
DSA. The rule must limit sulfur content
“to a level not associated with elevated
rates of corrosion in the home.” As
discussed below, the rulemaking
requirement does not apply if the
Commission makes certain
determinations regarding an ASTM
voluntary standard and publishes the
determinations in the Federal Register.
With this document, the Commission
makes the necessary determinations.

II1. Standard for Sulfur Content in
Drywall

A. Determination

Section 4(a) of the DSA requires the
Commission to promulgate a final rule
limiting sulfur content in drywall
manufactured or imported for use in the
United States ““to a level not associated
with elevated rates of corrosion in the

2 Standard Specification for Sampling, Inspection,

Rejection, Certification, Packaging, Marking,
Shipping, Handling, and Storage of Gypsum Panel
Products.

home.” The rulemaking requirement
does not apply if the Commission
determines that:

(a) A voluntary standard pertaining to
drywall manufactured or imported for
use in the United States limits sulfur
content to a level not associated with
elevated rates of corrosion in the home;

(b) The voluntary standard is in effect
within two years of enactment the DSA;
and

(c) The voluntary standard is
developed by ASTM International’s
Subcommittee C11.01 on Specifications
and Test Methods for Gypsum Products.
Id. 4(c).

If the Commission makes such
determinations, the sulfur content limit
in the voluntary standard pertaining to
drywall manufactured or imported for
use in the United States ‘‘shall be
treated as a consumer product safety
rule under section 9 of the Consumer
Product Safety Act.”

Id. 4(d).

The Commission determines that the
sulfur limit stated in section 4.7 of
ASTM C1396-14a, Standard
Specification for Gypsum Board, meets
the requirements of section 4(c) of the
DSA. CPSC staff worked with the
relevant ASTM Subcommittee (ASTM
Subcommittee C11.01 on Specifications
and Test Methods for Gypsum Products)
to develop a test method for elemental
sulfur in gypsum products. The test
method is stated in ASTM Standard
C471M, Test Methods for Chemical
Analysis of Gypsum and Gypsum
Products (Metric). ASTM Subcommittee
C11.01 then worked with CPSC staff to
develop a requirement stated in section
4.7 of ASTM C1396—14a limiting the
sulfur content of gypsum board. That
provision requires that gypsum board
must contain not greater than 10 ppm of
orthorhombic cylooctasulfur (i.e.,
elemental sulfur or ““Sg”’) when tested in
accordance with the test methods for
Determination of Sg in Gypsum Panel
Products by Liquid Extraction for
Analysis by Liquid or Gas
Chromatography in sections 55-65 of
ASTM C471M.

In accordance with section 4(c) of the
DSA, ASTM C1396—14a is a voluntary
standard pertaining to drywall
manufactured or imported for use in the
United States stating that gypsum board
(drywall) “shall contain not greater than
10 ppm of orthorhombic cyclooctasulfur
(Ss).” As discussed in the staff’s briefing
memorandum,3 this limit on sulfur

3Drywall Safety Act of 2012; Briefing
Memorandum for Draft Federal Register Notice,
Sulfur Content in Drywall Standard http://
www.cpsc.gov//Global/Newsroom/FOIA/
CommissionBriefingPackages/2015/Drywall-Safety-

content is consistent with CPSC staff’s
numerous corrosion studies, which
showed an association between high
levels of elemental sulfur (Ss) in drywall
and corrosion in the home, but no
association between sulfur levels that
did not exceed 10 ppm and elevated
corrosion.

ASTM C1396—14a was published and
became effective October 14, 2014, less
than two years after enactment of the
DSA. Finally, ASTM C1396—14a was
developed by Subcommittee C11.01 on
Specifications and Test Methods for
Gypsum Products of ASTM
International.

Based on these determinations the
Commission finds that the requirements
of section 4(c) of the DSA have been
met. Accordingly, the sulfur content
limit requirement stated in section 4.7
of ASTM C1396—14a is a consumer
product safety rule under the CPSA.

B. Effective Date and Certification

DSA section 4(d) provides that if the
Commission determines that a voluntary
standard meets the requirements of
section 4(c) of the DSA, the sulfur
content limit stated in the voluntary
standard shall be treated as a consumer
product safety rule beginning on the
later of:

e 180 days after publication of the
Commission’s determination; or

e the effective date stated in the
voluntary standard.

ASTM C1396—14a took effect when
the standard was published on October
14, 2014. Therefore, the sulfur content
limit stated in ASTM C1396—14a shall
be treated as a consumer product safety
rule effective 180 days after publication
of this determination in the Federal
Register.

Section 14(a)(1) of the CPSA requires
that every manufacturer of a product
that is subject to a consumer product
safety rule and is imported into or
distributed in the United States must
certify that the product complies with
all applicable CPSC rules, rules, bans,
standards, or regulations. 15 U.S.C.
2063(a)(1). As a product subject to a
consumer product safety rule, drywall
imported into or distributed in the
United States will be subject to the
certification requirements of section
14(a)(1) of the CPSA (15 U.S.C.
2063(a)(1)) and the Commission’s
certification regulations at 16 CFR part
1110 once the voluntary standard sulfur
limit requirement is in effect as a
consumer product safety standard.
Drywall manufactured or imported on
or after the effective date must comply

Act-FR-Notice-Sulfur-Content-in-Drywall-
Standard.pdyf.


http://www.cpsc.gov//Global/Newsroom/FOIA/CommissionBriefingPackages/2015/Drywall-Safety-Act-FR-Notice-Sulfur-Content-in-Drywall-Standard.pdf
http://www.cpsc.gov//Global/Newsroom/FOIA/CommissionBriefingPackages/2015/Drywall-Safety-Act-FR-Notice-Sulfur-Content-in-Drywall-Standard.pdf
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with the sulfur content limits of ASTM
C1396—14a and must be accompanied

by a general certification of compliance
(GCQ).

Alberta E. Mills,

Acting Secretary, Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

[FR Doc. 2015-01051 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6355-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Drug Enforcement Administration

21 CFR Part 1308
[Docket No. DEA-400]

Schedules of Controlled Substances:
Removal of Naloxegol From Control

AGENCY: Drug Enforcement
Administration, Department of Justice.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: With the issuance of this final
rule, the Administrator of the Drug
Enforcement Administration removes
naloxegol ((50.,601)-17-allyl-6-((20-
hydroxy-3,6,9,12,15,18-hexaoxaicos-1-
yl)oxy)-4,5-epoxymorphinon-3,14-diol)
and its salts from the schedules of the
Controlled Substances Act (CSA). This
scheduling action is pursuant to the
CSA which requires that such actions be
made on the record after opportunity for
a hearing through formal rulemaking.
Prior to the effective date of this rule,
naloxegol was a schedule II controlled
substance because it can be derived
from opium alkaloids. This action
removes the regulatory controls and
administrative, civil, and criminal
sanctions applicable to controlled
substances, including those specific to
schedule II controlled substances, on
persons who handle (manufacture,
distribute, reverse distribute, dispense,
conduct research, import, export, or
conduct chemical analysis) or propose
to handle naloxegol.

DATES: Effective Date: January 23, 2015.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Imelda L. Paredes, Office of Diversion
Control, Drug Enforcement
Administration; Mailing Address: 8701
Morrissette Drive, Springfield, Virginia
22152; Telephone: (202) 598-6812.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Legal Authority

The Drug Enforcement
Administration (DEA) implements and
enforces titles II and III of the
Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention
and Control Act of 1970, as amended. 21
U.S.C. 801-971. Titles IT and III are
referred to as the “Controlled

Substances Act” and the “Controlled
Substances Import and Export Act,”
respectively, but they are collectively
referred to as the “Controlled
Substances Act” or the “CSA” for the
purposes of this action. The DEA
publishes the implementing regulations
for these statutes in title 21 of the Code
of Federal Regulations (CFR), parts 1300
to 1321. The CSA and its implementing
regulations are designed to prevent,
detect, and eliminate the diversion of
controlled substances and listed
chemicals into the illicit market while
providing for the legitimate medical,
scientific, research, and industrial needs
of the United States. Controlled
substances have the potential for abuse
and dependence and are controlled to
protect the public health and safety.

Under the CSA, each controlled
substance is classified into one of five
schedules based upon its potential for
abuse, its currently accepted medical
use in treatment in the United States,
and the degree of dependence the drug
or other substance may cause. 21 U.S.C.
812. The initial schedules of controlled
substances established by Congress are
found at 21 U.S.C. 812(c) and the
current list of scheduled substances is
published at 21 CFR 1308. 21 U.S.C.
812(a).

Pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 811(a)(2), the
Attorney General may, by rule, “remove
any drug or other substance from the
schedules if he finds that the drug or
other substance does not meet the
requirements for inclusion in any
schedule.” The Attorney General has
delegated scheduling authority under 21
U.S.C. 811 to the Administrator of the
DEA. 28 CFR 0.100.

The CSA provides that proceedings
for the issuance, amendment, or repeal
of the scheduling of any drug or other
substance may be initiated by the
Attorney General (1) on his own motion,
(2) at the request of the Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human
Services (HHS),? or (3) on the petition
of any interested party. 21 U.S.C. 811(a).
This action was initiated by a petition
from the drug sponsor to remove
naloxegol from the list of scheduled
controlled substances of the CSA, and is
supported by, inter alia, a
recommendation from the Assistant
Secretary of the HHS and an evaluation

1 As discussed in a memorandum of
understanding entered into by the Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) and the National Institute on
Drug Abuse (NIDA), the FDA acts as the lead agency
within the HHS in carrying out the Secretary’s
scheduling responsibilities under the CSA, with the
concurrence of NIDA. 50 FR 9518, Mar. 8, 1985.
The Secretary of the HHS has delegated to the
Assistant Secretary for Health of the HHS the
authority to make domestic drug scheduling
recommendations. 58 FR 35460, July 1, 1993.

of all relevant data by the DEA. This
action removes the regulatory controls
and administrative, civil, and criminal
sanctions applicable to controlled
substances, including those specific to
schedule II controlled substances, on
persons who handle or propose to
handle naloxegol.

Background

Naloxegol, or PEG-naloxol, is a new
molecular entity and is a polyethylene
glycolyated (PEGylated) derivative of
naloxone. Its chemical names are
(50,601)-17-allyl-6-((20-hydroxy-
3,6,9,12,15,18-hexaoxaicos-1-yl)oxy)-
4,5-epoxymorphinon-3,14-diol or alpha-
6mPEG7-0O-naloxol. Naloxegol is an
antagonist predominantly of peripheral
mu opioid receptors. The Food and
Drug Administration (FDA) approved
naloxegol for marketing on September
16, 2014, under the brand name
Movantik™.2 It is indicated for the
treatment of opioid-induced
constipation (OIC) in adults with
chronic non-cancer pain.
Gastrointestinal adverse events (AEs)
effects are commonly experienced by
chronic users of opioid analgesics.
Opioids delay gastric emptying and
intestinal transport, which over time
leads to debilitating constipation. OIC is
caused by activation of the mu opioid
receptor in the GI tract.

DEA and HHS Eight Factor Analyses

The DEA received a petition from the
drug sponsor dated March 22, 2012,
requesting that the DEA amend 21 CFR
1308.12(b)(1) to exclude naloxegol as a
schedule II controlled substance. The
petitioner stated that naloxegol is a mu
opioid receptor antagonist without mu
opioid agonist or partial agonist
properties. The DEA accepted the
petition for filing on October 1, 2012.

On February 7, 2013 the DEA
forwarded to the HHS the data with the
sponsor’s petition along with a request
for a scientific and medical evaluation
and the HHS’s recommendation as to
whether or not naloxegol should be
removed from the list of controlled
substances. According to the HHS, the
sponsor submitted a New Drug
Application (NDA) for naloxegol on
September 16, 2013. Based on the NDA,
the HHS summarized that naloxegol is
an antagonist of peripheral opioid
receptors for the treatment of OIC.

On August 8, 2014, the HHS provided
to the DEA a scientific and medical
evaluation document prepared by the
FDA entitled ‘“‘Basis for the

2 http://www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/cder/
drugsatfda/
index.cfm?fuseaction=Search.DrugDetails (last
accessed Sept. 26, 2014).
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Recommendation to Decontrol
Naloxegol and its Salts from Schedule II
of the Controlled Substances Act.” After
considering the eight factors in 21
U.S.C. 811(c), including consideration
of the substance’s abuse potential,
legitimate medical use, and dependence
liability, the Assistant Secretary of the
HHS recommended that naloxegol and
its salts be removed from schedule II of
the CSA. In response, the DEA
conducted its own eight factor analysis
of naloxegol pursuant to 21 U.S.C.
811(c). Both the DEA and HHS analyses
are available in their entirety in the
public docket of this rule (Docket
Number DEA-400) at http://
www.regulations.gov under “Supporting
and Related Material.”

Determination To Decontrol Naloxegol

After a review of the available data,
including the scientific and medical
evaluation and the recommendation to
decontrol naloxegol from HHS, the
Deputy Administrator of the DEA
published in the Federal Register a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
entitled “Schedules of Controlled
Substances: Removal of Naloxegol from
Control” which proposed removal of
naloxegol and its salts from the
schedules of the CSA. 79 FR 64349,
October 29, 2014. The proposed rule
provided an opportunity for interested
persons to file a request for a hearing in
accordance with DEA regulations by
November 28, 2014. No requests for
such a hearing were received by the
DEA. The NPRM also provided an
opportunity for interested persons to
submit written comments on the
proposal on or before November 28,
2014.

Comments Received

The DEA received seven comments on
the proposed rule to decontrol
naloxegol. Five commenters supported
decontrol of naloxegol. Two
commenters submitted comments not
related to the proposed action.

Support

Commenters in support of
decontrolling naloxegol included two
members of industry, a former intensive
care unit (ICU) nurse, and two patient
advocacy groups, all of whom expressed
agreement with the DEA’s findings that
naloxegol does not possess abuse or
dependence potential.

DEA Response: The DEA appreciates
the comments in support of this
rulemaking.

Request for Inmediate Effective Date

Four of the commenters specifically
requested that a rule decontrolling

naloxegol be issued with an immediate
effective date. Commenters stated that
an immediate effective date was
warranted because naloxegol does not
have an abuse potential and is a new
therapeutic option for opioid-induced
constipation with no alternatives
currently on the market. Additionally, a
commenter distinguished this particular
instance of decontrolling a substance
that is not yet commercially available
and thus would not result in burdens on
the healthcare system or law
enforcement from other DEA actions to
control a substance which necessitated
lead time for registrants to make
necessary preparations for compliance.

DEA Response: Generally, DEA
scheduling actions are effective 30 days
from the date of publication of the final
rule in the Federal Register. 21 CFR
1308.45; see also 5 U.S.C. 553(d). In
accordance with 21 CFR 1308.45, the
DEA finds that the absence of
comparative effective therapeutic
treatments for OIC with similar or less
adverse effects than naloxegol, coupled
with the fact that this is an action for
decontrol, support the finding that
conditions of public health require this
action to be effective immediately upon
publication in the Federal Register. Due
to adverse side effects, the majority of
treatment alternatives currently
available for OIC have restricted clinical
application. By comparison, the side
effects of naloxegol have been shown to
be generally mild and reversible. The
addition of the polyethylene glycol
group decreases the capacity of
naloxegol from crossing the blood-brain
barrier as compared to naloxone and is
therefore expected to limit the potential
for interference with centrally mediated
opioid analgesia.

In making the determination to make
this rule immediately effective, the DEA
took into consideration the effects of
immediate implementation. The DEA
agrees that making this rule
immediately effective is in the best
interest of the public health and will not
burden registrants, the healthcare
system, or law enforcement. The DEA
notes that its decision to make this rule
immediately effective aligns with the
exceptions to the 30-day effective date
requirement of the Administrative
Procedure Act (APA). One of the APA’s
exceptions to the 30-day effective date
is for a substantive rule granting or
recognizing an exemption or which
relieves a restriction. 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3).

Scheduling Conclusion

Based on the consideration of all
comments, the scientific and medical
evaluation and accompanying
recommendation of the HHS, and based

on the DEA’s consideration of its own
eight-factor analysis, the Administrator
finds that these facts and all relevant
data demonstrate that naloxegol does
not meet the requirements for inclusion
in any schedule, and will be removed
from control under the CSA.

Regulatory Analyses

Executive Orders 12866 and 13563

In accordance with 21 U.S.C. 811(a),
this scheduling action is subject to
formal rulemaking procedures done “on
the record after opportunity for a
hearing,” which are conducted pursuant
to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 556 and
557. The CSA sets forth the criteria for
scheduling a drug or other substance.
Such actions are exempt from review by
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) pursuant to section 3(d)(1) of
Executive Order 12866 and the
principles reaffirmed in Executive Order
13563.

Executive Order 12988

This regulation meets the applicable
standards set forth in sections 3(a) and
3(b)(2) of Executive Order 12988 Civil
Justice Reform to eliminate drafting
errors and ambiguity, minimize
litigation, provide a clear legal standard
for affected conduct, and promote
simplification and burden reduction.

Executive Order 13132

This rulemaking does not have
federalism implications warranting the
application of Executive Order 13132.
The rule does not have substantial
direct effects on the States, on the
relationship between the Federal
Government and the States, or the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

Executive Order 13175

This rule does not have tribal
implications warranting the application
of Executive Order 13175. This rule
does not have substantial direct effects
on one or more Indian tribes, on the
relationship between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Administrator, in accordance
with the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601-612) (RFA), has reviewed
this rule and by approving it certifies
that it will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. The purpose of
this rule is to remove naloxegol from the
list of schedules of the CSA. This action
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removes regulatory controls and
administrative, civil, and criminal
sanctions applicable to controlled
substances for handlers and proposed
handlers of naloxegol. Accordingly, it
has the potential for some economic
impact in the form of cost savings.

Naloxegol is a new molecular entity
and is not currently available or
marketed in any country. According to
publicly available information reviewed
by the DEA, naloxegol is anticipated to
enjoy patent protection for an extended
period of time before generic
equivalents may be manufactured and
marketed in the United States. Although
the number of manufacturers of
naloxegol may initially be limited, there
is potential for numerous handlers in
various business activities, e.g.,
distributors, hospitals/clinics,
pharmacies, practitioners, etc.

This rule will affect all persons who
would handle, or propose to handle,
naloxegol. Due to the wide variety of
unidentifiable and unquantifiable
variables that potentially could
influence the distribution and
dispensing rates of new molecular
entities, the DEA is unable to determine
the number of entities and small entities
which might handle naloxegol.
However, the DEA estimates that all
persons who would handle, or propose
to handle, naloxegol are currently
registered with the DEA to handle
schedule II controlled substances.
Therefore, the 1.5 million (1,469,418 as
of September 2014) controlled substance
registrations, representing
approximately 426,714 entities, would
be the maximum number of entities
affected by this rule. The DEA estimates
that 417,302 (97.8%) of 426,714 affected
entities are ‘“‘small entities” in
accordance with the RFA and Small
Business Administration size standards.

The DEA estimates all controlled
substances registrants handle both
controlled and non-controlled
substances and these registrants are
expected to handle naloxegol.
Additionally, since prospective
naloxegol handlers are likely to handle
other schedule II controlled substances,
the cost savings they would receive as
a result of the de-control of naloxegol
would be nominal. As naloxegol
handlers are likely to handle other
schedule II controlled substances, they
will need to maintain their DEA
registration and keep the same security,
reporting, and recordkeeping processes,
equipment, and facilities in place and
would experience only a nominal
reduction in security, reporting,
inventory, recordkeeping, and labeling
costs.

While the DEA does not have a basis
to estimate the number of affected
entities, the DEA estimates that the
maximum number of affected entities is
426,714 of which 417,302 are estimated
to be small entities. Since the affected
entities are expected to handle other
schedule II controlled substances and
maintain security, reporting, and
recordkeeping facilities and processes
consistent with schedule II controlled
substances handling requirements, the
DEA estimates any economic impact
(cost savings) will be nominal. Because
of these facts, this rule will not result in
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995

On the basis of information contained
in the “Regulatory Flexibility Act”
section above, the DEA has determined
and certifies pursuant to the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995 (UMRA),
2 U.S.C. 1501 et seq., that this action
would not result in any federal mandate
that may result “in the expenditure by
State, local, and tribal governments, in
the aggregate, or by the private sector, of
$100,000,000 or more (adjusted for
inflation) in any one year * * *.”
Therefore, neither a Small Government
Agency Plan nor any other action is
required under provisions of UMRA.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This action does not impose a new
collection of information requirement
under the Paperwork Reduction Act, 44
U.S.C. 3501-3521. This action would
not impose recordkeeping or reporting
requirements on State or local
governments, individuals, businesses, or
organizations. An agency may not
conduct or sponsor, and a person is not
required to respond to, a collection of
information unless it displays a
currently valid OMB control number.

Congressional Review Act

This rule is not a major rule as
defined by section 804 of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Congressional
Review Act (CRA)). This rule will not
result in: an annual effect on the
economy of $100,000,000 or more; a
major increase in costs or prices for
consumers, individual industries,
Federal, State, or local government
agencies, or geographic regions; or
significant adverse effects on
competition, employment, investment,
productivity, innovation, or on the
ability of United States-based
companies to compete with foreign-
based companies in domestic and
export markets. However, pursuant to
the CRA, the DEA has submitted a copy

of this final rule to both Houses of
Congress and to the Comptroller
General.

List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 1308

Administrative practice and
procedure, Drug traffic control,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

For the reasons set out above, 21 CFR
part 1308 is amended to read as follows:

PART 1308—SCHEDULES OF
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES

m 1. The authority citation for 21 CFR

part 1308 continues to read as follows:
Authority: 21 U.S.C. 811, 812, 871(b),

unless otherwise noted.

m 2.In § 1308.12, revise the introductory

text of paragraph (b)(1) to read as

follows:

§1308.12 Schedule ll.

* * * * *

(b) * * *
(1) Opium and opiate, and any salt,
compound, derivative, or preparation of

opium or opiate excluding
apomorphine, thebaine-derived
butorphanol, dextrorphan, nalbuphine,
nalmefene, naloxegol, naloxone, and
naltrexone, and their respective salts,
but including the following:

* * * * *

Dated: January 16, 2015.
Michele M. Leonhart,
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 2015-01172 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-09-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 5
[Docket No. USCG-1999-6712]
RIN 1625-AB66

Revision of Auxiliary Regulations

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is amending
and reorganizing the regulations that
govern the operation and administration
of the Coast Guard Auxiliary, a
uniformed, volunteer, non-military
organization chartered by Congress. The
amendments conform the regulatory
language to changes in the laws
governing the Coast Guard Auxiliary;
clarify the Auxiliary’s organization,
status, and role in Coast Guard



Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 15/Friday, January 23, 2015/Rules and Regulations

3471

operations; and update provisions on
liability protection for Auxiliary
members assigned to Coast Guard duty.
DATES: This final rule is effective
February 23, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Comments and material
received from the public, as well as
documents mentioned in this preamble
as being available in the docket, are part
of docket USCG-1999-6712 and are
available for inspection or copying at
the Docket Management Facility (M-30),
U.S. Department of Transportation,
West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590, between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. You may also
find this docket on the Internet by going
to http://www.regulations.gov, inserting
USCG-1999-6712 in the “Search” box,
and then clicking “Search.”

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this rule, call or
email Mr. Stephen Minutolo, CG-BSX-
11, U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, Stop
7501, 2703 Martin Luther King Jr. Ave.
SE., Washington, DC 20593-7501;
telephone 202 372-1267; email hqs-dg-
m-cgauxregs@uscg.mil. If you have
questions on viewing or submitting
material to the docket, call Ms. Cheryl
Collins, Program Manager, Docket
Operations, telephone 202—-366—9826.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Table of Contents for Preamble

1. Abbreviations
1. Regulatory History
I1I. Basis and Purpose
IV. Background
V. Discussion of Comments and Changes
VI. Regulatory Analyses
A. Regulatory Planning and Review
B. Small Entities
C. Assistance for Small Entities
D. Collection of Information
E. Federalism
F. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
G. Taking of Private Property
H. Civil Justice Reform
L. Protection of Children
J. Indian Tribal Governments
K. Energy Effects
L. Technical Standards
M. Environment

1. Abbreviations

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

DHS Department of Homeland Security
FR Federal Register

NPRM Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
OMB Office of Management and Budget
Pub. L. Public Law

§ Section symbol

U.S.C. United States Code

II. Regulatory History

The Coast Guard published a Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) on
May 10, 2013 (78 FR 27321). Six

members of the public submitted
comments on the proposed rule. Our
responses to these submissions are set
out in section V, below.

III. Basis and Purpose

The purpose of this final rule is to
revise and reorganize the regulations
governing the Coast Guard Auxiliary.
The basis of this action is the Coast
Guard’s statutory authority to
administer the Coast Guard Auxiliary in
14 U.S.C. chapters 23 and 25.

IV. Background

This final rule revises and reorganizes
the regulations governing the Coast
Guard Auxiliary. The Coast Guard
Auxiliary regulations were last updated
in 2003 (68 FR 9534, Feb 28, 2003) and
1996 (61 FR 33662, June 28, 1996), but
these changes did not address all of the
legislative changes being addressed in
this final rule. Through this final rule,
the Coast Guard updates the regulations
in accordance with recent legislation;
clarifies Auxiliary powers, duties, and
organization; amends provisions
regarding Auxiliary membership; and
addresses other administrative matters.
These changes address several problems
common to Auxiliary units. For a more
complete list of problems this
rulemaking is intended to address, see
section III, “Background” in the NPRM,
which is located in the docket.

V. Discussion of Comments and
Changes

The Coast Guard received six
submissions from members of the public
about the NPRM. The Coast Guard
appreciates the commenters’ time and
effort to submit comments and will
address each comment received. We
have incorporated some of the
comments into this final rule.

We have divided the comments we
received into two groups: Comments
from members of the public that
resulted in changes to the final rule and
comments from members of the public
that did not result in changes to the
final rule. We have also included a
group that discusses administrative
changes made to the rule by the Coast
Guard.

Comments From Members of the Public
Resulting in Changes to the Final Rule

Three commenters requested that the
Coast Guard not use the term
“disenrolled” for members who have
died. The Coast Guard understands that
the term “‘disenrolled”” may have a
negative connotation for some people.
The Coast Guard respects and
appreciates the contributions of every
Auxiliary member who has completed

their service honorably. We have
removed the words ‘“‘upon death” in
§5.19 of the final rule text relating to
reasons for which a member may be
disenrolled.

One commenter supported the Coast
Guard’s proposal to remove the 25
percent minimum ownership interest in
a motorboat, yacht, aircraft, or radio
station. The Coast Guard agrees that
requiring a minimum ownership
interest is unnecessary. The 25 percent
minimum ownership interest
requirement is being removed in this
final rule. The remaining criteria for
Auxiliary membership are set out in the
Auxiliary Manual (COMDTINST
M16790.1(series)).

Comments From Members of the Public
Not Resulting in Changes to the Final
Rule

This section addresses comments
from the public requesting changes to
the proposed regulatory text that the
Coast Guard has decided not to adopt.
For a number of the comments we
received, the Coast Guard’s response is
that the issue is best handled in Coast
Guard policy, for the reasons discussed
below.

The Coast Guard received one
comment suggesting that the Coast
Guard clarify the restriction on
Auxiliary participation in direct law
enforcement. We agree that “direct law
enforcement” should be defined as
clearly and unambiguously as possible.
However, the dynamic nature of
Auxiliary operations and the need to
amend operations policy suggest that
the Auxiliary manual, not the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR), is the best
place to define “law enforcement
operations.” The Coast Guard is
responsible for ensuring that Auxiliary
operations are conducted safely and
within the bounds of the Coast Guard
and the Auxiliary’s authority. The scope
and nature of Auxiliary operations are
constantly evolving, sometimes rapidly.
Missions which would have been
unimaginable just a few years ago, such
as port security and air intercept
training, are now part of everyday
Auxiliary operations. In addition, new
operational restrictions sometimes come
into place very quickly. In 2001, the
Auxiliary suffered an aviation mishap
with the loss of two lives. To minimize
the chance of future mishaps, the Coast
Guard and Auxiliary adopted new
restrictions for Auxiliary aviation
missions within weeks of the mishap.
Because of the dynamic nature of Coast
Guard and Auxiliary operations and the
need for the rules governing operations
to be responsive, the proper place to
define “direct law enforcement” is the
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Auxiliary Operations Policy Manual
(COMDTINST M16798.3(series)), not
the CFR.

We received one comment requesting
clarification of the term ““personal
property of the Auxiliary”, particularly
as it relates to licensing and insurance.
“Personal property of the Auxiliary” is
property that is owned by or under the
administrative control of an Auxiliary
unit and used for Auxiliary purposes.
Coast Guard policy in this area is set out
in the Auxiliary Manual, ALCOAST
600/05, and other Coast Guard
Directives. The CFR is not the
appropriate venue for addressing this
matter because the rules about property
owned by the Auxiliary are a matter of
agency management and not subject to
the Administrative Procedure Act.
Therefore, we will not be incorporating
the relevant Coast Guard policies into
this final rule.

Two commenters expressed concern
that Auxiliary membership should not
be open to persons under the age of 17.
Current regulations restrict Auxiliary
membership to persons 17 years of age
or older. The Coast Guard does not
anticipate opening membership in the
Auxiliary to persons under the age of
17. We proposed to remove that
restriction from the CFR because
minimum age for membership is a
matter best addressed in Coast Guard
policy. Detailed criteria for Auxiliary
membership are set out in the Auxiliary
Manual. This regulation change will not
change the membership requirements in
Section 3.A of the Auxiliary Manual.

One commenter encouraged the Coast
Guard to reimburse members for travel
expenses and per diem. The Coast
Guard supports the maximum
reimbursement allowed by law and
appropriations. This final rule does not
change the travel and per diem
reimbursement policies of the Coast
Guard.

The Coast Guard received two
comments about compensation for an
Auxiliarist who is injured or dies in the
line of duty. One commenter noted that
compensation for injury or death in the
line of duty should be the same as for
active duty members. This final rule
continues the Coast Guard policy of
providing the maximum compensation
allowed by law for Auxiliary members
who die or are injured in the line of
duty. Another commenter suggested that
the final rule specify the grade and step
at which auxiliary members are
compensated for injuries sustained in
the line of duty. Paragraph 5.K.6.a. of
the Auxiliary Manual and 14 U.S.C.
707(a) provide that members who are
injured or die in the performance of
duty are compensated at a rate equal to

the minimum rate of basic pay in effect
for grade GS—9 of the General Schedule.
The Coast Guard believes this policy
addresses the commenter’s concern
without changing the regulation.

We received two comments about
membership requirements. One
commenter noted that the requirements
for Auxiliary membership should not be
more stringent than those for
membership in the active duty Coast
Guard. The Coast Guard agrees.
Requirements for Auxiliary membership
are driven by operational need and are
not more stringent than for membership
in the active duty Coast Guard. One
commenter requested that the Coast
Guard consider admitting members who
have a reenlistment code of “RE—4" (not
eligible to reenlist). This is a policy set
out in paragraph 3.A.6.g of the Auxiliary
Manual, and this rulemaking does not
change that policy.

One commenter suggested that the
regulations on eligibility for
membership include a caveat that
Auxiliary membership does not entitle a
permanent resident alien to expedited
naturalization processing. The Coast
Guard disagrees that a caveat is
necessary. The commenter’s concern is
already addressed by 14 U.S.C. 893,
which provides that Auxiliary
membership does not entitle a person to
additional rights or benefits except as
provided by law.

One commenter expressed support for
Auxiliary members acting as docents
and tour guides for the Coast Guard and
other federal and state property. The
Coast Guard agrees. This mission has
long been considered an authorized
Auxiliary activity.

Changes Made by the Coast Guard

The Coast Guard is also making a
limited number of changes to the
proposed regulatory text.

The Coast Guard is making three
changes to proposed § 5.40. First, the
Coast Guard is amending § 5.40(a) to
clarify that the regulations are a
restatement of policy already
established by Coast Guard directives.
Second, the Coast Guard is amending
§5.40(b)(2) to include a description of
the markings authorized on vessels,
aircraft, motorized vehicles, trailers, and
radio stations, which are personal
property of the Auxiliary. These
markings are already authorized by the
U.S. Coast Guard Heraldry Manual
(COMDTINST M5200.14 (series)) and
paragraph 3.F.1 of the Auxiliary
Operations Policy Manual. The third
change is to §5.40(b) (and in §§5.45,
5.46, and 5.47, which mirror the
language of § 5.40). This change clarifies
the rules regarding the required display

of the National Ensign, the patrol sign,
the patrol ensign, and the Coast Guard
ensign on vessels which have been
accepted as facilities. The proposed rule
required that these markings be
displayed when the vessel was
“assigned to Coast Guard duty.” The
final rule requires these markings be
displayed when the vessel is “on
patrol.” A strict reading of the Auxiliary
Operations Policy Manual could lead a
member to believe that a vessel is
“assigned to duty” (and must display
the national ensign) as soon as written
orders are issued, which is not the
intent of this rule. The final rule
requires display of the required
markings when a vessel is on patrol,
which is defined in the Auxiliary
Operations Policy Manual as the time
from getting underway until return to
the dock or launch ramp.

The Coast Guard corrected a
description in § 5.44 regarding the
Auxiliary facility decal, which
described the slash as rising toward the
hoist. A decal does not usually hang
from a hoist, so the Coast Guard
changed the description of the Auxiliary
facility decal to read ‘“‘rising toward the
viewer’s right.”” There is no substantive
difference in the appearance of the decal
and this change will not impact the
observer.

The Coast Guard is changing the
definition of the term ““vessel” in 33
CFR 5.1 to conform to the definition in
the Inland Navigation Rules, 33 CFR
83.03(a). Prior to this final rule, 33 CFR
1.05 defined vessel as “‘a motorboat or
yacht.” This final rule expands the
definition of vessel to include small
craft such as kayaks, canoes, and
personal watercraft. These small craft
are already being used in support of
Auxiliary missions. All vessels under
the current regulations will continue to
meet the definition of vessel in this final
rule.

The Coast Guard is amending the
definition of the term ‘“motorboat” in 33
CFR 5.1 to include vessels longer than
65 feet. This change allows (but does
not require) the Coast Guard to accept
as a facility a motorboat longer than 65
feet. All vessels meeting the definition
of motorboat in the current regulations
will still be considered vessels under
the new rule.

The Coast Guard is amending
proposed §§5.12 and 5.14. The purpose
of this change is to clarify the proposed
rule related to Auxiliary organization,
including offices, titles, designations,
and qualifications as ordered by the
Commandant. Auxiliary members may
wear the uniforms, uniform insignia,
and awards that they are authorized to
wear, but Auxiliary uniform insignia are
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a separate system from the insignia
associated with military rank. This
change is a clarification of the proposed
regulatory text and reflects a long-
standing policy.

The Coast Guard is making these
changes to §§5.01 5.12, 5.14, 5.40, 5.44,
5.45, 5.46, and 5.47 without further
notice and opportunity to comment
because these changes are within the
scope of the NPRM. All of subpart E of
the proposed 33 CFR part 5 is a
restatement of policy which already
exists in the Heraldry Manual and the
Auxiliary Operations Policy Manual and
was proposed in the NPRM. The
changes to the definitions in §5.1 and
the rules for uniforms and insignia in
§§5.12 and 5.14 are in sections where
changes were proposed in the NPRM.
Furthermore, these changes do not
change the effect of the rule proposed in
the NPRM.

In addition to revisions discussed
above, this final rule changes two
sections of the proposed rule for clarity.
Because these changes only clarify
existing or proposed text and will have
no substantive effect on the public,
notice and comment procedures are
unnecessary. Therefore, the Coast Guard
finds good cause exists under 5 U.S.C.
553 for forgoing an NPRM with respect
to these administrative changes. These
changes are described below.

In §5.30(b)(3), the paragraph heading
of the proposed rule referred to the
status of “Public vessels,” when the
section applies to vessels, aircraft, and
radio stations which are owned by, in
the custody of, or under the
administrative jurisdiction of the
Auxiliary. This section interprets 14
U.S.C. 827, 828 and 829, which provide
protection against third-party damage
claims to Auxiliary facilities and
equipment. The paragraph heading of
the final rule was revised to accurately
reflect the scope of the statutory
protection.

Section 5.36(a) deals with the loan of
vessels, aircraft, radio stations,
motorized vehicles, trailers, and other
equipment. The words ‘‘aircraft, radio
station, motorized vehicle, and other
equipment”” were left out of the fourth
sentence and are added in the final rule.

VI. Regulatory Analyses

We developed this rule after
considering numerous statutes and
Executive Orders related to rulemaking.
Below, we summarize our analyses
based on these statutes or Executive
Orders.

A. Regulatory Planning and Review

Executive Orders 12866 (‘‘Regulatory
Planning and Review”’) and 13563
(“Improving Regulation and Regulatory
Review”) direct agencies to assess the
costs and benefits of available regulatory
alternatives and, if regulation is
necessary, to select regulatory
approaches that maximize net benefits
(including potential economic,
environmental, public health and safety
effects, distributive impacts, and
equity). Executive Order 13563
emphasizes the importance of
quantifying both costs and benefits, of
reducing costs, of harmonizing rules,
and of promoting flexibility.

This final rule is not a ““significant
regulatory action” under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866. Accordingly,
the final rule has not been reviewed by
the Office of Management and Budget.

The NPRM was published in the
Federal Register on May 10, 2013 (78
FR 27321). We received no public
comments that change the substance of
the requirements or the regulatory
analysis embedded in that published
NPRM, nor any specifics to that
regulatory analysis. Therefore, we adopt
the NPRM regulatory analysis as final
without any changes. The NPRM
regulatory analysis is replicated here for
the final rule.

The final rule conforms regulatory
language to statutes, codifies many
existing practices, clarifies procedures,
increases procedural flexibility for the
Coast Guard and Auxiliarists, increases
overall efficiency in the process, and re-
organizes content to improve clarity.
There are no costs to either the federal
government or the private sector
associated with these proposed changes.

This final rule applies to members
and prospective members of the Coast
Guard Auxiliary and people and
companies that interact with the
Auxiliary. The Auxiliary is a
Congressionally-chartered component of

the Coast Guard made up of uniformed
volunteers. Auxiliary units (““flotillas”)
are neither corporations nor charities
and often encounter administrative
trouble with banks, insurance
companies, and businesses. This
rulemaking clarifies for the public the
nature, organization, and purpose of the
Auxiliary, and conforms the regulatory
language to the Auxiliary statutes, as
amended by legislative changes. Many
of these changes are already reflected in
Coast Guard policies and manuals. For
example, the financial aspects of these
regulations, such as reimbursement of
expenses, including the Standard
Auxiliary Maintenance Allowance
(SAMA), incorporate already existing
practices and authorities, as detailed in
the Auxiliary Manual, chapter 9 and the
Auxiliary Operations Policy Manual,
chapter 3 and section B-2.

These changes update our regulations
to capture our current practices
regarding reimbursement of Auxiliary
facility expenses and maintenance costs.
The payment of death gratuities to the
representatives of Auxiliarists who die
in the performance of duty while
assigned to duty is currently funded
pursuant to legislative authorization and
supported by Commandant policy
(COMDTINST 12550.21A, CG Death
Gratuity Payment), enabling Auxiliarists
to be regarded as Coast Guard
employees for the purpose of death
gratuity payments.

The primary benefit of this final rule
is to conform regulatory language to the
legislative changes described in section
III, Background. This rulemaking makes
it easier and more efficient for
Auxiliarists to interact with banks,
insurance agents, and the Coast Guard.
Banks help process reimbursements (via
direct deposit) for operations and other
missions requiring Auxiliarists to incur
an initial expense from their personal
funds. Insurance agents’ relationships
are also important, as Auxiliarists may
be reimbursed for damages to their
vessels when those vessels are engaged
in waterborne or airborne operational
patrols.

We have classified the proposed
changes into categories, as listed in
Table 1. There are no costs associated
with the changes.
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TABLE 1—33 CFR PART 5 CATEGORIES AND DISCUSSION OF CHANGES

Proposed section

Category of
change

Cost impact

Discussion of changes

Revise section ...

Revise section ...

Revise and ex-
pand section.
Revise section ...

Revise section ...

Add section

Revise section ...

Add section
Revise section ...

Add section

Reserved

Add section

Revise section ...

Add section

Revise section ...

Add section

Remove §5.21 ...
Add section ........
Remove §5.23 ...
Add section

Remove §5.25 ...
Add section

Remove §5.27 ...

None—Administrative revisions
made consistent with statutory
changes.

None—Administrative revisions
made consistent with statutory
changes.

None—Clarification of existing law

None—Reorganization and revi-
sion to reflect current practice.

None—Removes Barrier to Entry

None—Reorganization

None—Reorganization
None—Reorganization

None—Reorganization .................

None—Reorganization and Clari-
fication.

None—Reorganization .................

None—Reorganization and Clari-
fication of Current Practice con-
sistent with statute.

None—Clarification of Current
Practice.

None—Reorganization .................
None—Reorganization, revisions

to reflect current practice.

None—Reorganization
None—Reorganization

None—Reorganization
None—Current practice

None—Reorganization
None—Reorganization

None—Reorganization

Revises the definition of “Act” to “Auxiliary Act” and to include re-
cent statutory amendments, including the Coast Guard Authoriza-
tion Act of 1996 (Pub L. 104-324), the 2002 amendment con-
tained in the Maritime Transportation Security Act of 2002 (Pub.
L. 107-295), the 2004 amendment contained in the Coast Guard
and Maritime Transportation Security Act of 2004 (Pub. L. 108—
293), the 2006 amendments contained in the Coast Guard and
Maritime Transportation Act of 2006 (Pub. L. 109-241) and the
2012 amendments contained the Coast Guard and Maritime
Transportation Act of 2012 (Pub. L. 112-213). Added parts or
completed definitions for “Personal property of the Auxiliary” and
“Direct law enforcement”. Amended definition for “Facility or facili-
ties”, “radio station”, “vessel”, “motorboat”, and “Secretary”.

Discusses Auxiliary purpose and scope of activities to conform to
language in 14 U.S.C. 822, as amended in 1996.

Added to clarify non-military nature of Auxiliary and composition of
elected and appointed officers.

Describes Commandant’s authority to redelegate to the Auxiliary
and existing delegations.

Existing contents covered in new §5.10. New content establishes
various Coast Guard directives and publications as appropriate
references. Provides details of Auxiliary activities through Source
1: Auxiliary Manual and Source 2: Auxiliary Operations Policy
Manual.

New content moved from §5.9 and revised. Eliminates minimum
age and ownership requirements to remove unnecessary barriers
to entry into Auxiliary. Reflects recent legislative change that au-
thorizes eligibility for Auxiliary members to include United States
nationals and aliens lawfully admitted for permanent residence.

Existing content removed as redundant of 14 U.S.C. 825; new con-
tent moved with minor edits from §5.25.

New content moved with minor edits from §5.21.

Existing content covered by §5.10 and published in the Auxiliary
Manual, Chapter 3A. New content moved with minor edits from
§5.23.

New content moved from §5.61—Uniforms and § 5.63—Insignia and
combined. See Source 1 for additional background.

Existing content moved to §5.10 and revised for clarity.

New content moved from §5.55—Compensation and §5.57—Trav-
eling expenses and per diem and combined with minor edit.

Existing content moved to §5.19. New content added to clarify the
status of Auxiliarists as Federal employees only as provided for
by 14 U.S.C. 823a.

Added to clarify the benefits paid in case of injury or death while as-
signed to duty. In general, these benefits are currently covered in
AFC-08 account for civilian pay. Procedures already in place.
See Source 1, Chapter 5 Section K: Claims, Injury, or Death while
Assigned to Duty and K.6.: Death of an Auxiliarist while Assigned
to Duty. No new cost to the Coast Guard or Auxiliary as this is
current practice.

Existing content moved to §5.26(b); new content moved from cur-
rent §5.17.

Moved from §5.31. The Coast Guard amends this section to re-
move the word “specific”. It also implements current policy on ex-
clusion from law enforcement responsibilities and authority of
Auxiliarists and recognition that status and authority of Auxiliarists
in various duty assignments may be limited compared to their
Coast Guard counterparts.

Moved to §5.12.

Existing content moved to §5.12. New content moved from §5.27
and 5.29 with minimal edits.

Moved to §5.13.

Added to include information about procedures for assignment to
duty of Auxiliarists and their facilities. This section codifies the lan-
guage in the Auxiliary Manual.

Moved to §5.11.

New content moved from §5.33. Added minor edited item from
§5.19.

Moved to §5.22.
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TABLE 1—33 CFR PART 5 CATEGORIES AND DISCUSSION OF CHANGES—Continued

Proposed section

Category of
change

Cost impact

Discussion of changes

Remove §5.29 ...
Add section

Remove §5.31 ...
Add section
Remove §5.33 ...
Add section

Remove §5.35 ...
Add section

Remove §5.37 ...
Remove §5.39 ...
Add section

Revise section ...

Add section

Revise section ...

Add section

Revise section ...

Add section

Revise section ...

Revise section ...

Remove §5.49 ...
Remove §5.55 ...
Remove §5.57 ...
Remove §5.59 ...
Remove §5.61 ...
Remove §5.63 ...
Remove §5.65 ...

Remove §5.69 ...

None—Reorganization
None—Clarification  of
practice.

current

None—Reorganization
None—Reorganization
None—Reorganization .................
None—Clarification ~ of  current

practice consistent with statute.

None—Reorganization
None—Clarification  of
practice.

None—Reorganization
None—Reorganization

None—Clarification of current
practice.
None—Clarification of current
practice.
None—Clarification of current
practice.
None—Current practice ................
None—Clarification of current

practice.

None—Reorganization and clari-
fication of current practice.

None—Clarification ~ of  current
practice.

None—Reorganization and Cur-
rent practice.

None—Reorganization and clari-

fication of current practice.

None—Reorganization
None—Reorganization
None—Reorganization
None—Reorganization
None—Reorganization
None—Reorganization
None—Current Practice

None—Duplicative

Moved to §5.22.

New section with clarification of facilities’ duty status.

Clarification of facilities’ liability status, in accordance with 14 U.S.C.
821(d)(2).

New section to clarify expense reimbursement using concepts from
current §5.49.

Moved to §5.20.

Incorporates provisions of §5.41.

Moved to §5.26.

This section is added to address offers of use personal property of
the Auxiliary, pursuant to 14 U.S.C. 821. Incorporates provisions
of §5.41.

Incorporated into §5.36.

New provision on how member-owned or unit-owned property can
be loaned to the Coast Guard (no Auxiliarists onboard). Incor-
porates provisions from current §§5.35, 5.37, 5.39, 5.41, and
5.45.

Incorporated into § 5.36.

Moved without change to §5.36(b).

Added this new section on facility markings to ensure clarity for both
the Auxiliary and public regarding the identification of Auxiliary
vessels, aircraft, motorized vehicles, trailers, radio stations, and
other equipment when assigned to Coast Guard duty.

Concept of existing section moved to §§5.32(c), 5.34(c), and
5.36(c). Added language to describe the Auxiliary emblem and
discuss when it can be worn and used. Paragraph (b) moved from
section §5.47(c).

Content moved from §5.47. Prescribes the use of the Auxiliary en-
sign in accordance with Auxiliary policy.

Existing content moved to §5.30. Codifies the description of the
Aucxiliary mark from the Auxiliary Manual.

Added to prescribe the use of the Auxiliary facility decal as a distinc-
tive marking for vessels, aircraft, and radio stations that have
been offered, inspected, and accepted for Coast Guard use.

Concept of existing section moved to §5.36(a). Added new content
to describe the use of Auxiliary patrol signs as distinctive mark-
ings for vessels, motorized vehicles, and trailers when assigned to
duty.

Added to address the proper use of the Auxiliary patrol ensign.
Moved part of §5.48 to this location.

Existing content moved to §§5.40, 5.41, and 5.42. Codifies the dis-
play of the Coast Guard ensign as described in Auxiliary policy.
Existing content moved to §§5.40 and 5.46. New content added to
address the additional markings of Auxiliary aircraft and reflect the
allowance for Auxiliary aircraft to display the Auxiliary facility

decal.

Concept moved to §5.30.

Moved to §5.16.

Moved to §5.16.

Moved to §5.18(b) and (c) and revised.

Moved to §5.14.

Moved to §5.14.

Internal policy in Auxiliary Manual Chapter 11, and in Coast Guard
Medals and Awards Manual, COMDTINST M1650.25. See also
14 U.S.C. 502.

Duplicative of 14 U.S.C. 893.

Source 1 Auxiliary Manual COMDTINST M16790.1 (series).
Source 2 Auxiliary Operations Policy Manual COMDTINST M16798.3 (series).

B. Small Entities

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act,
5 U.S.C. 601-612, we have considered
whether this final rule will have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The term ““small entities” comprises
small businesses,

not-for-profit

organizations that are independently
owned and operated and are not
dominant in their fields, and
governmental jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000. This
rule imposes no direct costs;
consequently, there are no impacts on
small entities to consider. Therefore, the
Coast Guard certifies under 5 U.S.C.

605(b) that this final rule will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

C. Assistance for Small Entities

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, Public Law 104—
121, we offered to assist small entities
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in understanding this rule so that they
could better evaluate its effects on them
and participate in the rulemaking. The
Coast Guard will not retaliate against
small entities that question or complain
about this rule or any policy or action
of the Coast Guard.

Small businesses may send comments
on the actions of Federal employees
who enforce, or otherwise determine
compliance with, Federal regulations to
the Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman
and the Regional Small Business
Regulatory Fairness Boards. The
Ombudsman evaluates these actions
annually and rates each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on actions by
employees of the Coast Guard, call 1-
888—REG-FAIR (1-888-734—3247).

D. Collection of Information

This final rule calls for no new
collection of information under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, 44
U.S.C. 3501-3520.

E. Federalism

A rule has implications for federalism
under Executive Order 13132
(“Federalism”) if it has a substantial
direct effect on the States, on the
relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. We have analyzed
this rule under Executive Order 13132
and have determined that it is
consistent with the fundamental
federalism principles and preemption
requirements described in Executive
Order 13132. This rule revises and
reorganizes Coast Guard regulations
governing the Coast Guard Auxiliary.
The rule is an exercise of authority
specifically granted to the Coast Guard
in chapters 23 and 25 of Title 14 (Coast
Guard), U.S.C., and is a matter of
internal administration. It does not
prevent states from establishing local
law enforcement, public safety, or
response capabilities. Therefore, this
rule does not have implications for
federalism under Executive Order
13132.

F. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995, 2 U.S.C. 1531-1538, requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100,000,000 (adjusted for inflation) or
more in any one year. Though this rule

will not result in such an expenditure,
we do discuss the effects of this rule
elsewhere in this preamble.

G. Taking of Private Property

This rule will not cause a taking of
private property or otherwise have
taking implications under Executive
Order 12630 (“Governmental Actions
and Interference with Constitutionally
Protected Property Rights™).

H. Civil Justice Reform

This rule meets applicable standards
in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of Executive
Order 12988, (““Civil Justice Reform”’), to
minimize litigation, eliminate
ambiguity, and reduce burden.

I. Protection of Children

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13045 (‘“‘Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks”). This rule is
not an economically significant rule and
would not create an environmental risk
to health or risk to safety that might
disproportionately affect children.

J. Indian Tribal Governments

This rule does not have tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175 (“‘Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments”),
because it would not have a substantial
direct effect on one or more Indian
tribes, on the relationship between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes.

K. Energy Effects

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13211 (““Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use’’). We have
determined that it is not a ““significant
energy action” under that order because
it is not a “significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866 and is not
likely to have a significant adverse effect
on the supply, distribution, or use of
energy.

L. Technical Standards

The National Technology Transfer
and Advancement Act, codified as a
note to 15 U.S.C. 272, directs agencies
to use voluntary consensus standards in
their regulatory activities unless the
agency provides Congress, through
OMB, with an explanation of why using
these standards would be inconsistent
with applicable law or otherwise
impractical. Voluntary consensus
standards are technical standards (e.g.,
specifications of materials, performance,

design, or operation; test methods;
sampling procedures; and related
management systems practices) that are
developed or adopted by voluntary
consensus standards bodies. This rule
does not use technical standards.
Therefore, we did not consider the use
of voluntary consensus standards.

M. Environment

We have analyzed this rule under
Department of Homeland Security
Management Directive 023—-01 and
Commandant Instruction M16475.1D
(National Environmental Policy Act
Implementing Procedures and Policy
For Considering Environmental Impacts
Manual), which guide the Coast Guard
in complying with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 42
U.S.C. 4321-4370f, and have concluded
that this action is one of a category of
actions that do not individually or
cumulatively have a significant effect on
the human environment. This rule
involves the operation and
administration of the Coast Guard
Auxiliary and falls under section 2.B.2,
figure 2—1, paragraphs (34)(a), (b), (c),
and (d) of the Instruction. These
paragraphs exempt regulations which
are editorial or procedural, concern
internal agency functions or
organization, concern the training and
qualifying of maritime personnel, and
concern the inspection of vessels,
respectively. An environmental analysis
checklist and a categorical exclusion
determination are available in the
docket where indicated under
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 5

Volunteers.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard revises 33
CFR part 5 to read as follows:

PART 5—COAST GUARD AUXILIARY

Subpart A—General

Sec.
5.1
5.3
5.5
5.7
5.9

Definitions.

Purpose.

Organization, officers, and leadership.
Administration, specific authorizations.
References.

Subpart B—Membership

5.10 Eligibility for membership.

5.11 Honorary members.

5.12 Offices, titles, designations,
qualifications, and recognition.

5.13 Advancement.

5.14 Uniforms and insignia.

5.15 [Reserved]

5.16 Compensation and travel expenses.

5.17 Status of members as Federal
employees.

5.18 Injury or death in the line of duty.

5.19 Disenrollment.
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Subpart C—Activities, Operations, and

Training

5.20 Authority.

5.22 Assignment to duties.

5.24 Procedure for assignment to duty.

5.26 Training, examination, and
assignment.

Subpart D—Facilities and Other Equipment

5.30 Facilities and other equipment.

5.32 Offer of member-owned vessels,
aircraft, radio stations, motorized
vehicles, trailers, and other equipment
for use as a facility.

5.34 Offers of personal property of the
Auxiliary for use as a facility.

5.36 Loan of vessels, aircraft, radio stations,
motorized vehicles, trailers, or other
equipment to the Coast Guard.

Subpart E—Auxiliary Markings

5.40 Distinctive markings for vessels,
aircraft, motorized vehicles, trailers,
radio stations, and other equipment.
Auxiliary emblem.
Auxiliary ensign.
Auxiliary mark.
Auxiliary facility decal.
Patrol sign.
Auxiliary patrol ensign.
5.47 Coast Guard ensign.
5.48 Marking of aircraft.

Authority: 14 U.S.C. 633, 821, 822, 823,
823a, 824, 826, 827, 828, 829, 830, 831, 832,
892.

5.41
5.42
5.43
5.44
5.45
5.46

Subpart A—General

§5.1 Definitions.

Certain terms used in this part are
defined as follows:

Aircraft means any contrivance now
known or hereafter invented, used, or
designed for navigation of or flight in
the air.

Auxiliary means the United States
Coast Guard Auxiliary established
pursuant to the Auxiliary Act.

Auxiliary Act means the laws
governing the Coast Guard Auxiliary,
codified in chapters 23 and 25 of Title
14, United States Code (14 U.S.C. 821—
894).

Commandant means the Commandant
of the United States Coast Guard.

Direct Law Enforcement includes
boarding a vessel for law enforcement
purposes, carrying firearms or law
enforcement equipment (handcuffs,
pepper spray, etc.), investigating
complaints of negligent operations,
serving subpoenas, and covert
operations. For more details see Chapter
4.E. of the Auxiliary Operations Policy
Manual, COMDTINST M16798.3
(series).

Facility means a vessel, aircraft, radio
station, motorized vehicle, trailer, or
other equipment accepted for use by the
Coast Guard.

Member means any person who is a
member of the Auxiliary.

Motorboat means any documented or
numbered vessel propelled by
machinery.

Personal property of the Auxiliary
means a vessel, aircraft, radio station,
motorized vehicle, trailer, or other
equipment owned by, or under the
administrative jurisdiction of, the Coast
Guard Auxiliary or an Auxiliary unit,
and that is used solely for Auxiliary
purposes and in accordance with the
Auxiliary Act.

Radio station means any equipment
(including a building, recreational
vehicle, trailer, or other motorized
vehicle which houses such equipment)
used for radio communication or
direction finding.

Secretary means the Secretary of the
Department in which the Coast Guard is
operating.

Vessel means any water craft,
including non-displacement craft and
seaplanes, used, or capable of being
used, as a means of transportation on
water.

Yacht means either—

(1) Any documented or numbered
vessel used exclusively for pleasure; or

(2) Any sailboat used exclusively for
pleasure more than 16 feet in length
measured end-to-end over the deck,
excluding sheer.

§5.3 Purpose.

(a) The Auxiliary is a uniformed,
volunteer, non-military organization
administered by the Commandant under
the direction of the Secretary.

(b) The purpose of the Auxiliary is to
assist the Coast Guard, as authorized by
the Commandant, in performing any
Coast Guard function, power, duty, role,
mission, or operation authorized by law.

(c) Auxiliary units assist the Coast
Guard in maintenance and upkeep, and
in conducting tours of Coast Guard and
other Federal- or State-owned structures
and property.

(d) The Auxiliary assist Federal, State,
and municipal agencies, as authorized
by the Commandant.

§5.5 Organization, officers, and
leadership.

(a) The Coast Guard Auxiliary is
organized pursuant to the Auxiliary Act
and Coast Guard regulations.
Organizational elements include a
national board and staff, national
leadership, areas, districts, regions,
divisions, and flotillas. A flotilla is the
basic organizational unit of the
Auxiliary.

(b) The Auxiliary has elected and
appointed officers.

(1) Elected officers are in charge of
Auxiliary units and elements at both the
national and local levels of the

Auxiliary organization. The Unit Leader
is the senior elected officer at each level
of the Auxiliary organization: Flotilla
Commanders, Division Commanders,
District Commodores, and the National
Commodore are unit leaders.

(2) Appointed officers are appointed
by elected officers and hold staff
positions in Auxiliary units at both the
national and local levels of the
Auxiliary organization.

(c) For all Auxiliary units, the Unit
Leader is the person authorized to
exercise the authority set forth in §5.7
on behalf of his or her unit, and may
delegate that authority.

(d) For all Auxiliary units, the
Finance Officer is the person authorized
to handle, transfer and disburse bank
accounts, monies, stocks, bonds, and
other items of intangible personal
property on behalf of his or her
Auxiliary Unit.

§5.7 Administration, specific
authorizations.

(a) The Commandant may delegate
any authority vested in him or her by
the Auxiliary Act or by this part to
personnel of the Coast Guard and
members of the Auxiliary in the manner
and to the extent as the Commandant
deems necessary or appropriate for the
functioning, organization, and internal
administration of the Auxiliary.

(b) The Commandant has authorized
Auxiliary Unit Leaders to take the
following actions in furtherance of the
authorized missions of the Auxiliary.
This is not an exclusive list—

(1) Acquire, own, hold, use, and
dispose of vessels, aircraft, motorized
vehicles, trailers, radio stations,
electronic equipment and other items of
tangible, personal property;

(2) Accept ownership, custody, or use
of vessels, boats, aircraft, radio stations,
motorized vehicles, trailers, electronic
equipment, and other tangible property
from the Coast Guard, from other
Federal, State, or municipal agencies, or
from private or non-profit groups;

(3) Create and manage bank accounts,
monies, stocks, bonds, and other
financial instruments;

(4) Accept and use gifts, grants,
legacies, and bequests;

(5) Accept funds, materials, services,
and the use of facilities from public and
private entities and Federal, State, or
municipal agencies;

(6) Enter into licenses, leases,
contracts, memoranda of agreement, or
understanding, and other agreements;
and

(7) Enter into cooperative agreements
and grant agreements with the Coast
Guard and other Federal, State, or
municipal agencies.
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(c) The national board of the
Auxiliary may form a corporation under
State law and Coast Guard policy to
manage the Auxiliary’s fiscal affairs.
The national corporation may—

(1) Hold copyrights, trademarks, and
titles to Auxiliary property;

(2) Contract with the Coast Guard and
other Federal, State, and municipal
agencies to procure such goods and
services;

(3) Receive grants, gifts, and other
items on behalf of the Auxiliary; and

(4) Conduct other activities as may be
authorized by the Commandant.

(d) An Auxiliary district or region
may form a corporation under State law
and Coast Guard policy.

§5.9 References.

Further guidance on Auxiliary
missions and activities may be found in
Coast Guard directives and publications,
including the Auxiliary Manual
(Commandant Instruction
M16790.1(series)) and the Auxiliary
Operations Policy Manual
(Commandant Instruction
M16798.3(series)). Those directives and
publications can be found online at
http://www.uscg.mil/auxiliary/
publications/comdtinst/.

Subpart B—Membership
§5.10 Eligibility for membership.

(a) To be eligible for membership in
the Auxiliary, a person must—

(1) Be a United States citizen, a
national of the United States or of its
Territories and possessions, or an alien
lawfully admitted for permanent
residence; and

(2) Meet the standards for enrollment,
retention, and conduct established by
the Commandant.

(b) An applicant who is accepted for
membership will be enrolled in the
Auxiliary and will be issued a
membership certificate and
identification card. Possession of a
membership certificate or identification
card does not entitle a person to any
rights or privileges of the Coast Guard
or the Coast Guard Reserve except as
authorized by the Commandant.

§5.11 Honorary members.

The Commandant may grant any
person honorary membership in the
Auxiliary. An honorary member of the
Auxiliary, solely by reason of such
honorary membership, is not entitled to
any of the rights, benefits, privileges,
duties, or obligations of Auxiliary
membership.

§5.12 Offices, titles, designations,
qualifications, and recognition.

Members of the Auxiliary will have
such offices, titles, designations,
qualifications, and recognition for
achievements as prescribed by the
Commandant.

§5.13 Advancement.

The Commandant will prescribe the
circumstances and qualifications under
which members of the Auxiliary may be
advanced in offices and programs.

§5.14 Uniforms and insignia.

(a) Members of the Auxiliary are
authorized to wear uniforms, uniform
insignia, and awards as prescribed by
the Commandant. Auxiliary uniform
insignia indicate, and are solely
associated with, Auxiliary offices, titles,
designations, qualifications, and
achievements. Auxiliary uniform
insignia do not indicate rank in any
military service or government agency.

(b) Members of the Auxiliary may
purchase from the Coast Guard such
uniforms, insignia, and awards as may
be authorized by the Commandant.

§5.15 [Reserved]

§5.16 Compensation and travel expenses.

(a) Except as provided in paragraph
(b) of this section, no member of the
Auxiliary will receive any
compensation for services as a member
of the Auxiliary.

(b) A member of the Auxiliary may be
paid actual necessary travelling
expenses, including a per diem
allowance.

§5.17 Status of members as Federal
employees.

Members of the Auxiliary are not
considered Federal employees except as
provided by 14 U.S.C. 823a or other
provisions of law.

§5.18 Injury or death in the line of duty.

(a) The performance of duty, as the
term is used in this part, includes time
spent in the performance of duty, travel
between duty locations, and travel
between a place of assigned duty and
either the Auxiliarist’s permanent
residence or other appropriate non-duty
destination.

(b) A member of the Auxiliary who
incurs physical injury or contracts
sickness or disease in the performance
of duty is entitled to medical and dental
care until the resulting impairment
cannot be materially improved by
further hospitalization or treatment. A
member of the Auxiliary who incurs
physical injury or contracts sickness or
disease in the performance of duty is
entitled to obtain medical care from the

Coast Guard, including through Coast
Guard arrangements with a contract
provider, the Public Health Service, the
Department of Defense, or a Veterans’
Administration facility.

(c) If a member of the Auxiliary is
physically injured or dies as a result of
physical injury, and the injury is
incurred in the performance of duty, the
member or the member’s beneficiaries
are authorized to receive compensation
in accordance with 14 U.S.C. 707, 5
U.S.C. 8133 and 8134 and section 651
of Public Law 104-208 (5 U.S.C. 8133
Note).

§5.19 Disenroliment.

A member of the Auxiliary will be
disenrolled on the member’s request,
upon ceasing to possess the
qualifications for membership, for
cause, or upon direction of the
Commandant.

Subpart C—Activities, Operations, and
Training

§5.20 Authority.

(a) Except as provided in paragraphs
(b) and (c) of this section, or otherwise
limited by the Commandant, members
of the Auxiliary assigned to duty will
have the same authority in that duty’s
execution as a member of the Coast
Guard who is assigned to a similar duty.

(b) Members of the Auxiliary are not
authorized to engage in direct law
enforcement or military missions.

(c) Members of the Auxiliary are not
authorized to enforce limited access
areas, regulated navigation areas, or
special local regulations. Members of
the Auxiliary assigned to patrol limited
access areas, regulated navigation areas,
or areas regulated under special local
regulations may advise the public
regarding compliance with the limited
access area, regulated navigation area, or
areas regulated by special local
regulations.

§5.22 Assignment to duties.

Members of the Auxiliary will not be
assigned duties until they have been
found to be competent to perform such
duties and have been designated by
authority of the Commandant to perform
such duties.

§5.24 Procedure for assignment to duty.

Members and facilities may be
assigned to duty by any of the following
procedures:

(a) Verbal or written orders issued by
competent Coast Guard authority;

(b) The actual performance of an
authorized activity or mission by a
qualified member of the Auxiliary; or

(c) Other procedures as designated by
the Commandant.
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§5.26 Training, examination, and
assignment.

(a) The Commandant will prescribe,
through the Coast Guard Auxiliary
directives referenced in § 5.9, the type of
training, qualifications, and
examinations required before a member
of the Auxiliary will be deemed
qualified to perform certain duties, and
will prescribe the circumstances and
manner in which members of the
Auxiliary will be authorized to perform
regular and emergency duties.

(b) The Commandant may authorize
members of the Auxiliary to pursue
correspondence courses and distance-
learning courses conducted by the Coast
Guard Institute or other authorized
Coast Guard providers and to attend
other courses and training available to
members of the Coast Guard or Coast
Guard Reserve.

Subpart D—Facilities and Other
Equipment

§5.30 Facilities and other equipment.

(a) This subpart contains regulations
related to the facilities and other
equipment used by the Auxiliary or
loaned by the Auxiliary to the Coast
Guard.

(b) Status—(1) Duty. Personal
property of the Auxiliary, except when
used for other than Auxiliary purposes
in accordance with 14 U.S.C. 822, will
be considered assigned to authorized
Coast Guard duty at all times.

(2) Liability. Personal property of the
Auxiliary, except when used for other
than Auxiliary purposes in accordance
with 14 U.S.C. 822, will be treated as
property of the United States for the
purposes of the Federal Tort Claims Act,
the Military Claims Act, the Public
Vessels Act, the Suits in Admiralty Act,
the Admiralty Extension Act, and other
matters related to non-contractual civil
liability. Personal property of the
Auxiliary is not normally covered for
damage to the property itself.

(3) Federal status of facilities and
other equipment. A vessel, aircraft, or
radio station owned by, in the custody
of, or under the administrative
jurisdiction of the Auxiliary will be
considered a public vessel of the United
States, public vessel of the Coast Guard,
public aircraft, Coast Guard Aircraft,
and/or government station, in
accordance with federal law.

(c) Expenses. (1) The Coast Guard may
reimburse expenses related to the use,
operation, or maintenance of a facility.

(2) The Coast Guard may reimburse
expenses for damage or loss to or by a
facility, including remediation,
restoration, repair, replacement, or
salvage costs.

(3) The Coast Guard may provide an
allowance for the maintenance of a
facility.

§5.32 Offers of member-owned vessels,
aircraft, radio stations, motorized vehicles,
trailers, and other equipment for use as a
facility.

(a) Members of the Auxiliary wishing
to offer vessels, aircraft, radio stations,
motorized vehicles, trailers, or other
equipment for use as a facility must
follow the procedures set forth in the
Auxiliary Operations Policy Manual
referenced in §5.9.

(b) Upon acceptance of the vessels,
aircraft, radio stations, motorized
vehicles, trailers, or other equipment as
a facility, the Coast Guard will issue to
the member the appropriate numbers
and decals identifying the facility as a
Coast Guard Auxiliary facility.

(c) In an emergency, vessels, aircraft,
radio stations, motorized vehicles,
trailers, or other equipment may be
accepted by the Coast Guard without an
inventory or the use of the prescribed
forms.

§5.34 Offers of personal property of the
Auxiliary for use as a facility.

(a) Auxiliary units wishing to offer
personal property of the Auxiliary
(usually unit-owned property) for use as
a facility must follow the procedures set
forth in the Auxiliary Operations Policy
Manual referenced in §5.9.

(b) Upon acceptance of the personal
property of the Auxiliary as a facility,
the Coast Guard will issue to the
Auxiliary unit the appropriate numbers
and decals identifying the facility as a
Coast Guard Auxiliary facility.

(c) In an emergency, personal
property of the Auxiliary may be
accepted by the Coast Guard without an

inventory or the use of prescribed forms.

§5.36 Loan of vessels, aircraft, radio
stations, motorized vehicles, trailers, or
other equipment to the Coast Guard.

(a) A vessel, aircraft, radio station,
motorized vehicle, trailer, or other
equipment may be loaned to the Coast
Guard for a specific period, and must be
returned at the expiration of that period,
unless circumstances or an emergency
make the return impracticable at that
time. The Commandant will determine
the method, time, and documents to be
exchanged upon the return to the owner
of any facility. The property will be re-
inventoried as of the time, date, and
place of re-delivery, and mutually
settled by the owner and the Coast
Guard representative. If the vessel,
aircraft, radio station, motorized
vehicle, trailer, or other equipment was
accepted during an emergency, any
claim for lost equipment or stores must

be supported by invoices showing the
date of purchase and the cost thereof by
the person submitting the claim. The
Coast Guard representative will take all
proper precautions to protect the
owner’s interest, as well as that of the
United States.

(b) Except as permitted in paragraph
(c) of this section, no vessel, aircraft,
radio station, motorized vehicle, trailer,
or other equipment will be deemed
loaned to the Coast Guard until an
acceptance, on the prescribed form, has
been signed on behalf of the Coast
Guard by a person authorized by the
Commandant to sign such an acceptance
and a complete inventory of consumable
and expendable stores and equipment
has been made and mutually settled by
the owner and the Coast Guard
representative.

(c) In an emergency, a vessel, aircraft,
radio station, motorized vehicle, trailer,
or other equipment may be loaned to
Coast Guard without an inventory or the
use of the prescribed form.

Subpart E—Auxiliary Markings

§5.40 Distinctive markings for vessels,
aircraft, motorized vehicles, trailers, radio
stations, and other equipment.

(a) This subpart describes the design
and display of distinctive markings used
by Auxiliary vessels, aircraft, motorized
vehicles, trailers, radio stations, and
other equipment. These markings are
established in the directives referenced
in § 5.9 and the U.S. Coast Guard
Heraldry Manual (COMDTINST
M5200.14(series)).

(b) Auxiliary markings on vessels,
aircraft, motorized vehicles, trailers,
radio stations and other equipment. (1)
Vessels, aircraft, motorized vehicles,
trailers, radio stations, and other
equipment which are owned by
Auxiliary members, or are personal
property of the Auxiliary, or are
otherwise affiliated with the Auxiliary
may display the Auxiliary emblem
(§5.41), the Auxiliary ensign (§ 5.42),
and/or the Auxiliary mark (§5.43).

(2) Vessels, aircraft, motorized
vehicles, trailers, radio stations, and
other equipment which are personal
property of the Auxiliary may be
marked “U.S. COAST GUARD
AUXILIARY”, “U.S. COAST GUARD
AUX”, or “USCGAUX” in accordance
with Coast Guard policy.

(3) Vessels, aircraft, motorized
vehicles, trailers, radio stations, and
other equipment which have been
accepted as facilities shall display the
Auxiliary facility decal (§ 5.44).

(4) Vessels that have been accepted as
facilities and are on patrol, whether or
not they are underway, shall display the
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National Ensign, the patrol sign (§ 5.45)
and either the patrol ensign (§ 5.46) or
the Coast Guard ensign (§5.47) as
appropriate and able.

(5) Vessels that have been accepted as
facilities and are on patrol, whether or
not they are underway, and have a Coast
Guard commissioned, warrant, or non-
commissioned officer onboard shall
display the Coast Guard ensign in place
of the patrol ensign.

(c)(1) Any person who desires to
reproduce Coast Guard Auxiliary
markings for non-Coast Guard Auxiliary
use must obtain approval from
Commandant (CG-BSX-11), Attn:
Auxiliary Division, U.S. Goast Guard
Stop 7501, 2703 Martin Luther King Jr.
Ave. SE., Washington, DC 20593-7501.

(2) Unauthorized use of Auxiliary
markings is subject to the penalties of 14
U.S.C. 638, 639 and 892.

§5.41 Auxiliary emblem.

(a) Description. The Auxiliary emblem
consists of a disk with the shield of the
Coat of Arms of the United States
circumscribed by an annulet edged and
inscribed “U.S. COAST GUARD
AUXILIARY?”, all in front of two crossed
anchors.

(b) Display. The Auxiliary emblem is
used as identification on Auxiliary
ensigns, flags, pennants, decals, and
patrol signs. The emblem is used on
Auxiliary insignia, such as the member
collar device, cap device, and Auxiliary
aviator, coxswain, and Auxiliary
Operator (AUXOP) devices, and on
publications, stationery, clothing, and
jewelry.

§5.42 Auxiliary ensign.

(a) Description. The field of the
Auxiliary ensign is medium blue (Coast
Guard blue) with a broad diagonal white
slash upon which a matching blue Coast
Guard Auxiliary emblem is centered.
The white slash must be at a 70 degree
angle, rising away from the hoist.

(b) Display. The Auxiliary ensign may
be displayed by any member of the
Auxiliary on a vessel, aircraft, radio
station, building, or other location at
any time, under such conditions as the
Commandant may direct.

§5.43 Auxiliary mark.

(a) Description. The Auxiliary mark
consists of a broad diagonal blue stripe
followed (to the left or aft) by two
narrow stripes—first a white stripe, and
then a red stripe. The Auxiliary
emblem, as described in §5.41, is
centered in the diagonal blue stripe.

(b) Display. The Auxiliary mark is
used to identify personal property of the
Auxiliary and on Coast Guard Auxiliary
authorized publications, stationery,
jewelry, and similar items.

§5.44 Auxiliary facility decal.

(a) Description. The Auxiliary facility
decal is composed of two parts. The
upper part is a conventional white
shield with a medium blue (Coast Guard
blue) Coast Guard Auxiliary emblem
centered on a broad diagonal red (Coast
Guard red) slash which is at a 70 degree
angle, rising toward the viewer’s right.
The red (Coast Guard red) slash is
followed, on the viewer’s left, by two
narrow, parallel stripes—first a white
stripe, and then a medium blue (Coast
Guard blue) stripe. The entire design is
centered on the shield. The lower part
displays two laterally radiating wreath
branches centered immediately beneath
the shield. A broad diagonal red (Coast
Guard red) slash, which is at a 70 degree
angle, rising toward the viewer’s right
and followed, on the viewer’s left, by
two narrow, parallel stripes, first a
white stripe and then a medium blue
(Coast Guard blue) stripe, is displayed
on the wreath’s right-hand branch.

(b) Display. Vessels, aircraft,
motorized vehicles, trailers, radio
stations and other equipment accepted
for use by the Coast Guard must display
the Auxiliary facility decal as
authorized in the Auxiliary Operations
Policy Manual referenced in §5.9.

(1) On vessels, the decal must be
displayed on the port side of the vessel
so as to be visible by another vessel
when meeting such vessel in a port-to-
port situation.

(2) On aircraft, the decal must be
displayed on the pilot’s side of the
forward half of the aircraft.

(3) On radio facilities, the miniature
decal must be displayed on the radio,
and the full-size decal must be
displayed on the exterior or interior of
the building or trailer in which the radio
is housed, or, in the case of mobile
radios, on any legal place on the motor
vehicle in which the radio is contained.

(4) On motorized vehicles, trailers and
other equipment, the decal must be
displayed on a clearly visible exterior
location.

§5.45 Patrol sign.

(a) Description. The Auxiliary facility
patrol sign has the words “Coast Guard
Auxiliary Patrol” in black or dark blue
lettering and must contain the Auxiliary
emblem, as described in this subpart,
centered within the confines of a broad
diagonal red (Coast Guard red) stripe
which is at a 70 degree angle rising
toward the bow of the vessel. The red
(Coast Guard red) stripe is followed,
away from the bow, by two narrow,
parallel stripes—first a white stripe, and
then a medium blue (Coast Guard blue)
stripe. The background of the sign must
be white.

(b) Display. (1) The patrol sign must
be displayed by vessels while on patrol,
whether or not the vessel is underway.

(2) The patrol sign must be displayed
on the forward half of each side and
may be displayed on the stern of the
vessel.

(3) The patrol sign may be displayed
on each side of a motorized vehicle or
trailer containing a mobile radio or
radio direction finding unit while
assigned to Coast Guard duty. Normally,
they will be placed in any legal position
on the upper half of both sides of the
vehicle.

§5.46 Auxiliary patrol ensign.

(a) Description. The field of the
Auxiliary patrol ensign is white. A
medium blue (Coast Guard blue) Coast
Guard Auxiliary emblem is centered on
a broad diagonal red (Coast Guard red)
slash which is at a 70 degree angle,
rising toward the hoist. The red (Coast
Guard red) slash is followed, away from
the hoist, by two narrow, parallel
stripes—first a white stripe, and then a
medium blue (Coast Guard blue) stripe.
The entire design is centered on the
ensign.

(b) Display. Vessels that have been
accepted as facilities shall display the
Auxiliary patrol ensign when on patrol,
whether or not the vessel is underway.
The Auxiliary patrol ensign must be
displayed at the mast head or from the
most conspicuous hoist.

§5.47 Coast Guard ensign.

(a) Description. The Coast Guard
ensign is described in 33 CFR 23.15.

(b) Display. Vessels that have been
accepted as facilities and that have a
Coast Guard commissioned, warrant or
non-commissioned officer onboard shall
display the Coast Guard ensign in place
of the Auxiliary patrol ensign while on
patrol, whether or not the vessel is
underway. The Coast Guard ensign must
be displayed at the mast head or from
the most conspicuous hoist.

§5.48 Marking of aircraft.

(a) Aircraft owned by members of the
Auxiliary or that are personal property
of the Auxiliary may also display the
Auxiliary emblem on both sides of the
vertical stabilizer (outside of the
stabilizer for twin tail aircraft) or on
both sides of the fuselage aft of the
wing.

(b) Aircraft which are accepted as
facilities may be marked with the
Auxiliary mark (§ 5.43) and/or the word
“RESCUE” on the underside of the wing
or fuselage for easier identification from
the ground.
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Dated: January 16, 2015.
J.C. Burton,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Director of
Inspections and Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2015-01045 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 180

[EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0226; FRL-9914-77]
Flupyradifurone; Pesticide Tolerances

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This regulation establishes
tolerances for residues of
flupyradifurone in or on multiple
commodities which are identified and
discussed later in this document. Bayer
CropScience requested these tolerances
under the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (FFDCA).

DATES: This regulation is effective
January 23, 2015. Objections and
requests for hearings must be received
on or before March 24, 2015, and must
be filed in accordance with the
instructions provided in 40 CFR part
178 (see also Unit I.C. of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION).

ADDRESSES: The docket for this action,
identified by docket identification (ID)
number EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0226, is
available at http://www.regulations.gov
or at the Office of Pesticide Programs
Regulatory Public Docket (OPP Docket)
in the Environmental Protection Agency
Docket Center (EPA/DC), West William
Jefferson Clinton Bldg., Rm. 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave. NW., Washington, DC
20460-0001. The Public Reading Room
is open from 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, excluding legal
holidays. The telephone number for the
Public Reading Room is (202) 566—1744,
and the telephone number for the OPP
Docket is (703) 305—5805. Please review
the visitor instructions and additional
information about the docket available
at http://www.epa.gov/dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Susan Lewis, Registration Division
(7505P), Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washington,
DC 20460-0001; main telephone
number: (703) 305—-7090; email address:
RDFRNotices@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. General Information

A. Does this action apply to me?

You may be potentially affected by
this action if you are an agricultural
producer, food manufacturer, or
pesticide manufacturer. The following
list of North American Industrial
Classification System (NAICS) codes is
not intended to be exhaustive, but rather
provides a guide to help readers
determine whether this document
applies to them. Potentially affected
entities may include:

e Crop production (NAICS code 111).

e Animal production (NAICS code
112).

¢ Food manufacturing (NAICS code
311).

o Pesticide manufacturing (NAICS
code 32532).

B. How can I get electronic access to
other related information?

You may access a frequently updated
electronic version of EPA’s tolerance
regulations at 40 CFR part 180 through
the Government Printing Office’s e-CFR
site at http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-
idx?&c=ecfr&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title40/
40tab_02.tpl. To access the OCSPP test
guidelines referenced in this document
electronically, please go to http://
www.epa.gov/ocspp and select “Test
Methods and Guidelines.”

C. How can I file an objection or hearing
request?

Under FFDCA section 408(g), 21
U.S.C. 3464, any person may file an
objection to any aspect of this regulation
and may also request a hearing on those
objections. You must file your objection
or request a hearing on this regulation
in accordance with the instructions
provided in 40 CFR part 178. To ensure
proper receipt by EPA, you must
identify docket ID number EPA-HQ—
OPP-2013-0226 in the subject line on
the first page of your submission. All
objections and requests for a hearing
must be in writing, and must be
received by the Hearing Clerk on or
before March 24, 2015. Addresses for
mail and hand delivery of objections
and hearing requests are provided in 40
CFR 178.25(b).

In addition to filing an objection or
hearing request with the Hearing Clerk
as described in 40 CFR part 178, please
submit a copy of the filing (excluding
any Confidential Business Information
(CBI)) for inclusion in the public docket.
Information not marked confidential
pursuant to 40 CFR part 2 may be
disclosed publicly by EPA without prior
notice. Submit the non-CBI copy of your
objection or hearing request, identified
by docket ID number EPA-HQ-OPP—

2013-0226, by one of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the online
instructions for submitting comments.
Do not submit electronically any
information you consider to be CBI or
other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute.

e Mail: OPP Docket, Environmental
Protection Agency Docket Center (EPA/
DC), (28221T), 1200 Pennsylvania Ave.
NW., Washington, DC 20460—-0001.

e Hand Delivery: To make special
arrangements for hand delivery or
delivery of boxed information, please
follow the instructions at http://
www.epa.gov/dockets/contacts.html.

Additional instructions on
commenting or visiting the docket,
along with more information about
dockets generally, is available at
http://www.epa.gov/dockets.

II. Summary of Petitioned-For
Tolerance

In the Federal Register of June 5, 2013
(78 FR 33785) (FRL-9386-2), EPA
issued a document pursuant to FFDCA
section 408(d)(3), 21 U.S.C. 346a(d)(3),
announcing the filing of a pesticide
petition (PP 2F8101) by Bayer
CropScience LP, 2 T.W. Alexander Dr.,
P.O. Box 12014, Research Triangle Park,
NC 27709. The petition requested that
40 CFR part 180 be amended by
establishing tolerances for residues of
flupyradifurone, 4-[[(6-chloro-3-
pyridinyl)methyl](2,2-
difluoroethyl)amino]-2(5H)-furanone,
and its metabolites, difluoro acetic acid
(DFA) and 4-[(2,2-
difluoroethyl)aminolfuran-2(5H)-one
(DFEAF), in or on the following
commodities: Aspirated grains fractions
at 40 parts per million (ppm); root
vegetables except sugar beets (crop
subgroup 1B) at 1.5 ppm; tuberous and
corm vegetables (crop subgroup 1C) at
0.5 ppm; onion, bulb, subgroup, (crop
subgroup 3—07A) at 0.3 ppm; onion,
green, subgroup, (crop subgroup 3-07B)
at 3 ppm; leafy vegetable, except
Brassica vegetables (crop group 4) at 40
ppm; taro leaves at 40 ppm; head and
stem Brassica (crop subgroup 5A) at 6
ppm; leafy Brassica greens (crop
subgroup 5B) at 40 ppm; turnip greens
at 40 ppm; edible-podded legume
vegetables (crop subgroup 6A) at 5 ppm;
succulent, shelled pea and bean (crop
subgroup 6B) at 4 ppm; dried, shelled
pea and bean (except soybean) (crop
subgroups 6C) at 6 ppm; foliage of
legume vegetables, including soybeans
(crop group 7), forage, green vines at 40
ppm; foliage of legume vegetables,
including soybeans (crop group 7), hay
at 50 ppm; soybean, seed at 4 ppm;
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fruiting vegetables, except cucurbits
(crop group 8-10), fruit at 3 ppm;
tomato, paste at 4 ppm; cucurbit
vegetables (crop group 9), fruit at 2 ppm,
citrus fruits (crop group 10-10), fruit at
3 ppmy; citrus, pulp, dried at 15 ppm;
pome fruits (crop group 11-10), fruit at
1.5 ppm; bushberry subgroup (crop
subgroup 13-07B) at 4 ppm; small fruit
vine climbing subgroup, except fuzzy
kiwifruit (crop subgroup 13-07F) at 3
ppm; grapes, raisin at 6 ppm; low
growing berry subgroup (crop subgroup
13-07G) at 1.5 ppm; tree nuts (crop
group 14), nutmeat at 0.15 ppm;
pistachio at 0.15 ppm; tree nuts (crop
group 14), hulls at 15 ppm; grain, cereal,
(crop group 15), except rice; grain at 4
ppm; sweet corn, kernels plus cobs with
husks removed (k+cwhr) at 0.4 ppm;
wheat, bran at 5 ppm; rice, grain
(rotational crop) at 4 ppm; grain, cereal,
forage, fodder and straw, group 16,
forage at 20 ppm; grain, cereal, forage,
fodder and straw, group 16, hay at 40
ppm; grain, cereal, forage, fodder and
straw, group 16, straw at 30 ppm; grain,
cereal, forage, fodder and straw, group
16, stover at 15 ppm; cotton, undelinted
seed, (crop subgroup 20C) at 0.9 ppm;
cotton, gin by-products at 40 ppm;
nongrass animal feeds, forage, (crop
group 18) at 20 ppm; nongrass animal
feeds, hay, (crop group 18) at 40 ppm;
coffee, bean, green at 2 ppm; coffee,
bean, roasted; instant at 3 ppm; hops at
20 ppm; peanut, hay at 30 ppm; peanut,
nutmeat at 0.15 ppm; prickly pear
cactus, fruit; at 0.5 ppm; pitaya, fruit at
0.5 ppm; prickly pear cactus, pads at 0.9
ppm; cattle, goat, hog, horse, sheep fat
at 0.5 ppm; cattle, goat, hog, horse,
sheep meat at 1 ppm; cattle, goat, hog,
horse, sheep, meat byproducts at 2 ppm;
milk at 0.3 ppm, poultry, eggs at 0.3
ppm, poultry, meat at 0.5 ppm; poultry,
meat byproducts at 0.5 ppm.

That document referenced a summary
of the petition prepared by Bayer
CropScience, the registrant, which is
available in the docket, http://
www.regulations.gov. There were no
comments received in response to the
notice of filing.

Based upon review of the data
supporting the petition, EPA has revised
the proposed commodity definitions
and altered tolerance levels for different
commodities. EPA has reviewed the
available residue data and has
determined the appropriate tolerance
levels for residues of flupyradifurone.
The reasons for these changes are
explained in Unit IV.C.

III. Aggregate Risk Assessment and
Determination of Safety

Section 408(b)(2)(A)(i) of FFDCA
allows EPA to establish a tolerance (the

legal limit for a pesticide chemical
residue in or on a food) only if EPA
determines that the tolerance is “‘safe.”
Section 408(b)(2)(A)(ii) of FFDCA
defines “safe’” to mean that “there is a
reasonable certainty that no harm will
result from aggregate exposure to the
pesticide chemical residue, including
all anticipated dietary exposures and all
other exposures for which there is
reliable information.” This includes
exposure through drinking water and in
residential settings, but does not include
occupational exposure. Section
408(b)(2)(C) of FFDCA requires EPA to
give special consideration to exposure
of infants and children to the pesticide
chemical residue in establishing a
tolerance and to “‘ensure that there is a
reasonable certainty that no harm will
result to infants and children from
aggregate exposure to the pesticide
chemical residue . . ..”

Consistent with FFDCA section
408(b)(2)(D), and the factors specified in
FFDCA section 408(b)(2)(D), EPA has
reviewed the available scientific data
and other relevant information in
support of this action. EPA has
sufficient data to assess the hazards of
and to make a determination on
aggregate exposure for flupyradifurone,
including exposure resulting from the
tolerances established by this action.
EPA’s assessment of exposures and risks
associated with flupyradifurone,
follows.

A. Toxicological Profile

EPA has evaluated the available
toxicity data and considered its validity,
completeness, and reliability as well as
the relationship of the results of the
studies to human risk. EPA has also
considered available information
concerning the variability of the
sensitivities of major identifiable
subgroups of consumers, including
infants and children.

Flupyradifurone (BYI 02960) is a new
butenolide insecticide. The most
sensitive effects seen in the
flupyradifurone database were skeletal
muscle atrophy/degeneration in dogs.
With repeated dosing, reductions in
body weight and food consumption
were commonly seen in various studies
and in all species of test animals (rats,
mice, dogs, and rabbits). The liver and
thyroid were shown to be the common
findings of flupyradifurone toxicity. The
database appears to suggest that dogs are
more sensitive to the effects of
flupyradifurone; however, with body
weight adjustments (based on a %
scaling factor), the dog and rat are
almost equally as sensitive in response
to flupyradifurone toxicity. The skeletal
muscle atrophy/degeneration seen in

the 90-day and 1-year dog studies
formed the basis for chronic dietary
exposure toxicity endpoints.

The developmental toxicity study in
rats demonstrated no evidence of
susceptibility in developing animals. In
the rabbit developmental toxicity study,
there was an increase in the incidence
of fetal death at 80 milligram/kilogram/
day (mg/kg/day) (the highest dose
tested), a dose that did not produce
adverse effects in the maternal animals.
Therefore, a quantitative increase in
susceptibility was demonstrated in the
rabbit developmental toxicity study. In
the 2-generation reproduction study in
rats, decreased parental body weights
(>10%) were seen at the LOAEL of 137
mg/kg/day (parental NOAEL = 37.8 mg/
kg/day). In contrast, body weight
decreases that were considered adverse
were seen in F» pups at 37.8 mg/kg/day
(the parental NOAEL and the offspring
LOAEL; offspring NOAEL = 7.7 mg/kg/
day). These findings suggest
quantitative susceptibility for
developing young animals.

The acute neurotoxicity study (dosing
by gavage) showed that at the time of
peak-effect, flupyradifurone caused
increases in the incidence of
piloerection and dilated pupils at 50
mg/kg. At the next higher dose level
(200 mg/kg) and above, it produced a
large host of clinical signs, which were
related to neurotoxicity. The clinical
signs included dilated pupils, lower
muscle tone, low arousal, tremors,
myoclonic jerks, chewing, repetitive
licking of lips, gait incoordination,
flattened or hunched posture, and
impaired righting reflex. In the 90-day
neurotoxicity study, no neurotoxicity or
other adverse effects were seen at dose
levels as high as 174 mg/kg/day. The
developmental neurotoxicity study at
102 mg/kg/day yielded an increased
incidence of increased amplitude in
startle response.

Flupyradifurone is classified as ‘“not
likely to be carcinogenic to humans.”
Carcinogenicity studies in rats and mice
did not yield a compound-related
increase in tumor incidence, and the
genotoxicity battery did not show
flupyradifurone to produce any
genotoxicity. Flupyradifurone did not
demonstrate any immunotoxic effects.

Specific information on the studies
received and the nature of the adverse
effects caused by flupyradifurone as
well as the no-observed-adverse-effect-
level (NOAEL) and the lowest-observed-
adverse-effect-level (LOAEL) from the
toxicity studies can be found at http://
www.regulations.gov in the document
“Flupyradifurone: Human Health Risk
Assessment for The First Food Use” in
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docket ID number EPA-HQ-OPP-2013—
0226.

B. Toxicological Points of Departure/
Levels of Concern

Once a pesticide’s toxicological
profile is determined, EPA identifies
toxicological points of departure (POD)
and levels of concern (LOC) to use in
evaluating the risk posed by human
exposure to the pesticide. For hazards
that have a threshold below which there
is no appreciable risk, the toxicological
POD is used as the basis for derivation
of reference values for risk assessment.

PODs are developed based on a careful
analysis of the doses in each
toxicological study to determine the
dose at which no adverse effects are
observed (the NOAEL) and the lowest
dose at which adverse effects of concern
are identified (the LOAEL). Uncertainty/
safety factors are used in conjunction
with the POD to calculate a safe
exposure level—generally referred to as
a population-adjusted dose (PAD) or a
reference dose (RfD)—and a safe margin
of exposure (MOE). For non-threshold
risks, the Agency assumes that any
amount of exposure will lead to some

degree of risk. Thus, the Agency
estimates risk in terms of the probability
of an occurrence of the adverse effect
expected in a lifetime. For more
information on the general principles
EPA uses in risk characterization and a
complete description of the risk
assessment process, see http://
www.epa.gov/pesticides/factsheets/
riskassess.htm.

A summary of the toxicological
endpoints for flupyradifurone used for
human risk assessment is shown in
Table 1 of this unit.

TABLE 1—SUMMARY OF TOXICOLOGICAL DOSES AND ENDPOINTS FOR FLUPYRADIFURONE, FOR USE IN HUMAN HEALTH

RISK ASSESSMENT

Exposure/scenario

Point of departure
and uncertainty/
safety factors

RfD, PAD, LOC for
risk assessment

Study and toxicological effects

Acute dietary (All populations) ...

Chronic dietary (All populations)

NOAEL = 35 mg/
kg/day.

UF4 = 10x

UF]—[ = 10x

FQPA SF = 1x

NOAEL = 7.8 mg/

Acute RfD = .35
mg/kg/day.

Chronic RfD = .078

Acute neurotoxicity study—rat.

LOAEL = 50 mg/kg/day based on increased incidences of
piloerection in both sexes and pupil dilation in females
on day 1. At the next higher dose level (200 mg/kg) or
above, lower muscle tone, rapid respiration, low arous-
al, tremors, myoclonic jerks, chewing, repetitive licking
of lips, gait incoordination, flattened or hunched posture,
dilated pupils, impaired (uncoordinated or slow) righting
reflex, impaired flexor and tail pinch responses, and re-
duced rectal temperature. Automated measures of
motor activity were also reduced in both sexes, com-
pared to controls.

1-year oral toxicity study—dog.

LOAEL = 28 mg/kg/day based on minimal to slight, focal
to multifocal areas of skeletal muscle degeneration in
grastrocnemius and/or biceps femoris muscle.

kg/day. mg/kg/day.
UFA = 10x cPAD = .078 mg/
UFy = 10x kg/day.
FQPA SF = 1x

Cancer (Oral, dermal, inhalation)

Flupyradifurone is classified as “not likely to be carcinogenic to humans” based on data showing no

treatment related increase in tumor incidence in rat and mouse carcinogenicity studies.

FQPA SF = Food Quality Protection Act Safety Factor. LOAEL = lowest-observed-adverse-effect-level. LOC = level of concern. mg/kg/day =
milligram/kilogram/day. NOAEL = no-observed-adverse-effect-level. PAD = population adjusted dose (a = acute, ¢ = chronic). RfD = reference
dose. UF = uncertainty factor. UF5 = extrapolation from animal to human (interspecies). UFy = potential variation in sensitivity among members

of the human population (intraspecies).

C. Exposure Assessment

1. Dietary exposure from food and
feed uses. In evaluating dietary
exposure to flupyradifurone, EPA
considered exposure under the
petitioned-for tolerances. EPA assessed
dietary exposures from flupyradifurone,
in food as follows:

i. Acute exposure. Quantitative acute
dietary exposure and risk assessments
are performed for a food-use pesticide,
if a toxicological study has indicated the
possibility of an effect of concern
occurring as a result of a 1-day or single
exposure. Such effects were identified
for flupyradifurone. Exposure and risk
assessments were conducted using the
Dietary Exposure Evaluation Model
software with the Food Commodity
Intake Database (DEEM-FCID). This
software uses 2003-2008 food
consumption data from the U.S.

Department of Agriculture’s (USDA’s)
National Health and Nutrition
Examination Survey, What We Eat in
America, (NHANES/WWEIA). As to
residue levels in food, EPA assumed
that flupyradifurone residues were
present at recommended tolerance
levels in all commodities and that 100%
of these crops were treated with
flupyradifurone. DEEM default
processing factors were used for
cranberry juice, dried apple, dried beef,
and dried pear; empirical processing
factors were used for processed
commodities of apple (sauce and juice),
citrus oil, coffee, corn (bran, flour, meal,
starch, oil), cotton (oil), grape (wine,
juice), grapefruit (juice), hops (dried
cones), lemons (juice), limes (juice),
oranges (juice and peel), peanut (butter,
oil), pears (juice), potatoes (chips,
flakes, cooked), soybeans (oil, milk,

flour), tomatoes (juice, puree, paste),
and wheat (bran, germ, flour).

ii. Chronic exposure. Exposure and
risk assessments were conducted using
the DEEM-FCID. This software uses
2003-2008 food consumption data from
the USDA’s NHANES/WWEIA. EPA
assumed that flupyradifurone residues
were present at recommended tolerance
levels in all commodities and that 100%
of these crops were treated with
flupyradifurone. DEEM default
processing factors were used for
cranberry juice, dried apple, dried beef,
and dried pear; empirical processing
factors were used for processed
commodities of apple (sauce and juice),
citrus oil, coffee, corn (bran, flour, meal,
starch, oil), cotton (oil), grape (wine,
juice), grapefruit (juice), hops (dried
cones), lemons (juice), limes (juice),
oranges (juice and peel), peanut (butter,
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oil), pears (juice), potatoes (chips,
flakes, cooked), soybeans (oil, milk,
flour), tomatoes (juice, puree, paste),
and wheat (bran, germ, flour).

iii. Cancer. Based on the data
summarized in Unit II.A., EPA has
concluded that flupyradifurone does not
pose a cancer risk to humans. Therefore,
a dietary exposure assessment for the
purpose of assessing cancer risk is
unnecessary.

iv. Anticipated residue and percent
crop treated (PCT) information. EPA did
not use anticipated residue and/or PCT
information in the dietary assessment
for flupyradifurone. Tolerance-level
residues and/or 100 PCT were assumed
for all food commodities.

2. Dietary exposure from drinking
water. The Agency used screening level
water exposure models in the dietary
exposure analysis and risk assessment
for flupyradifurone, in drinking water.
These simulation models take into
account data on the physical, chemical,
and fate/transport characteristics of
flupyradifurone. Further information
regarding EPA drinking water models
used in pesticide exposure assessment
can be found at http://www.epa.gov/
oppefed1/models/water/index.htm.

Based on the Pesticide Root Zone
Model/Exposure Analysis Modeling
System (PRZM/EXAMS) the estimated
drinking water concentrations (EDWGCs)
of flupyradifurone for acute exposures is
estimated to be 52.5 parts per billion
(ppb) for surface water. Based on the
Pesticide Root Zone Model Ground
Water (PRZM GW), the EDWCs of
flupyradifurone for acute exposures are
estimated to 352 ppb for ground water.

Based on the PRZM/EXAMS the
EDWGs of flupyradifurone for chronic
exposures for non-cancer assessments
are estimated to be 22.3 ppb for surface
water and based on the PRZM GW the
EDWCs are estimated to be 307 ppb for
ground water.

Modeled estimates of drinking water
concentrations were directly entered
into the dietary exposure model. For
acute dietary risk assessment, the water
concentration value of 352 ppb was
used to assess the contribution to
drinking water. For chronic dietary risk
assessment, the water concentration of
value 307 ppb was used to assess the
contribution to drinking water.

3. From non-dietary exposure. The
term ‘‘residential exposure” is used in
this document to refer to non-
occupational, non-dietary exposure
(e.g., for lawn and garden pest control,
indoor pest control, termiticides, and
flea and tick control on pets).

Flupyradifurone is not registered for
any specific use patterns that would
result in residential exposure.

4. Cumulative effects from substances
with a common mechanism of toxicity.
Section 408(b)(2)(D)(v) of FFDCA
requires that, when considering whether
to establish, modify, or revoke a
tolerance, the Agency consider
“available information’” concerning the
cumulative effects of a particular
pesticide’s residues and “other
substances that have a common
mechanism of toxicity.”

EPA has not found flupyradifurone to
share a common mechanism of toxicity
with any other substances, and
flupyradifurone does not appear to
produce a toxic metabolite produced by
other substances. For the purposes of
this tolerance action, therefore, EPA has
assumed that flupyradifurone does not
have a common mechanism of toxicity
with other substances. For information
regarding EPA’s efforts to determine
which chemicals have a common
mechanism of toxicity and to evaluate
the cumulative effects of such
chemicals, see EPA’s Web site at
http://www.epa.gov/pesticides/
cumulative.

D. Safety Factor for Infants and
Children

1. In general. Section 408(b)(2)(C) of
FFDCA provides that EPA shall apply
an additional tenfold (10X) margin of
safety for infants and children in the
case of threshold effects to account for
prenatal and postnatal toxicity and the
completeness of the database on toxicity
and exposure unless EPA determines
based on reliable data that a different
margin of safety will be safe for infants
and children. This additional margin of
safety is commonly referred to as the
Food Quality Protection Act Safety
Factor (FQPA SF). In applying this
provision, EPA either retains the default
value of 10X, or uses a different
additional SF when reliable data
available to EPA support the choice of
a different factor.

2. Prenatal and postnatal sensitivity.
The developmental toxicity study in rats
demonstrated no evidence of
susceptibility in developing animals. In
the rabbit developmental toxicity study,
there was an increase in the incidence
of fetal death at 80 mg/kg/day, a dose
that did not produce adverse effects in
the maternal animals. Therefore, a
quantitative increase in susceptibility
was demonstrated in the rabbit
developmental toxicity study; however,
the deaths occurred only at the highest
tested dose. In the 2-generation
reproduction study in rats, decreased
parental body weights (>10%) were seen
at the LOAEL of 137 mg/kg/day
(parental NOAEL = 37.8 mg/kg/day). In
contrast, body weight decreases that

were considered adverse were seen in F,
pups at 37.8 mg/kg/day (the parental
NOAEL and the offspring LOAEL;
offspring NOAEL = 7.7 mg/kg/day).
These findings suggest quantitative
susceptibility for developing young
animals. However, the effects seen in
the rabbit developmental study and in
the rat reproductive study occurred at
doses higher than the toxicity POD for
risk assessment, which was selected
from the 1-year dog study (28 mg/kg/
day, LOAEL) with a NOAEL of 7.8 mg/
kg/day. The NOAEL (7.8 mg/kg/day)
selected as the POD for chronic dietary
risk assessment is protective of the
effects seen in the rat F> pups and the
increased incidence of fetal death in the
developmental rabbit study. Therefore,
there are no concerns for the observed
increased susceptibility.

3. Conclusion. EPA has determined
that reliable data show the safety of
infants and children would be
adequately protected if the FQPA SF
were reduced to 1X. That decision is
based on the following findings:

i. The toxicity database for
flupyradifurone is complete.

ii. Although there is evidence that
flupyradifurone has neurotoxic effects,
EPA has a complete set of neurotoxicity
studies (acute, subchronic, and
developmental). The effects of those
studies are well-characterized and
indicate neurotoxic effects that occur at
levels above the chronic POD that was
selected for risk assessment. The
NOAEL for the acute neurotoxicity
study is being used for the acute POD.
Therefore, there is no need to retain the
10X FQPA SF to account for any
uncertainty concerning these effects.

iii. There is no evidence that
flupyradifurone results in increased
susceptibility in in utero rats or rabbits
in the prenatal developmental studies or
in young rats in the 2-generation
reproduction study. There is
quantitative susceptibility in rabbit
developmental study and in the pup of
the reproduction study, but the PODs
are protective of this increased
susceptibility.

iv. There are no residual uncertainties
identified in the exposure databases.
The dietary food exposure assessments
were performed based on 100 PCT and
tolerance-level residues. EPA made
conservative (protective) assumptions in
the ground and surface water modeling
used to assess exposure to
flupyradifurone in drinking water.
These assessments will not
underestimate the exposure and risks
posed by flupyradifurone.
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E. Aggregate Risks and Determination of
Safety

EPA determines whether acute and
chronic dietary pesticide exposures are
safe by comparing aggregate exposure
estimates to the acute PAD (aPAD) and
chronic PAD (cPAD). For linear cancer
risks, EPA calculates the lifetime
probability of acquiring cancer given the
estimated aggregate exposure. Short-,
intermediate-, and chronic-term risks
are evaluated by comparing the
estimated aggregate food, water, and
residential exposure to the appropriate
PODs to ensure that an adequate MOE
exists.

1. Acute risk. Using the exposure
assumptions discussed in this unit for
acute exposure, the acute dietary
exposure from food and water to
flupyradifurone will occupy 38% of the
aPAD for children 1-2 years old, the
population group receiving the greatest
exposure.

2. Chronic risk. Using the exposure
assumptions described in this unit for
chronic exposure, EPA has concluded
that chronic exposure to
flupyradifurone from food and water
will utilize 84% of the cPAD for
children 1-2 years old the population
group receiving the greatest exposure.

3. Short-term and Intermediate-term
risk. Short-term and Intermediate-term
aggregate exposure takes into account
short-term residential exposure plus
chronic exposure to food and water
(considered to be a background
exposure level). A short-term/
intermediate-term adverse effect was
identified; however, flupyradifurone is
not registered for any use patterns that
would result in short-term or
intermediate-term residential exposure.
Because there is no short-term or
intermediate-term residential exposure
and chronic dietary exposure has
already been assessed under the
appropriately protective cPAD (which is
at least as protective as the POD used to
assess short-term risk), no further
assessment of short-term risk is
necessary, and EPA relies on the
chronic dietary risk assessment for
evaluating short-term risk for
flupyradifurone.

4. Aggregate cancer risk for U.S.
population. Based on the lack of
evidence of carcinogenicity in two
adequate rodent carcinogenicity studies,
flupyradifurone is not expected to pose
a cancer risk to humans.

5. Determination of safety. Based on
these risk assessments, EPA concludes
that there is a reasonable certainty that
no harm will result to the general
population, or to infants and children

from aggregate exposure to
flupyradifurone residues.

IV. Other Considerations
A. Analytical Enforcement Methodology

Adequate enforcement methodology
(high performance liquid
chromatography with tandem mass
spectrometry (HPLC/MS-MS)) is
available to enforce the tolerance
expression. The validated limit of
quantification (LOQ) is 0.01 mg/kg for
flupyradifurone in most commodities.

An HPLC/MS-MS method, Method
RV-004—-A11-05 (latest revision of the
data collection method RV—-004-A11—
04), is adequate as the enforcement
method for determination of residues of
flupyradifurone in livestock
commodities. The validated LOQ for
flupyradifurone is 0.01 mg/kg in all
matrices.

The Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) multi-residue methods (MRMs)
are suitable for flupyradifurone only in
non-fatty matrices. The methods are not
suitable for fatty matrices or matrices
that require further clean-up. The
method may be requested from: Chief,
Analytical Chemistry Branch,
Environmental Science Center, 701
Mapes Rd., Ft. Meade, MD 20755-5350;
telephone number: (410) 305-2905;
email address: residuemethods@
epa.gov.

B. International Residue Limits

In making its tolerance decisions, EPA
seeks to harmonize U.S. tolerances with
international standards whenever
possible, consistent with U.S. food
safety standards and agricultural
practices. EPA considers the
international maximum residue limits
(MRLs) established by the Codex
Alimentarius Commission (Codex), as
required by FFDCA section 408(b)(4).
The Codex Alimentarius is a joint
United Nations Food and Agriculture
Organization/World Health
Organization food standards program,
and it is recognized as an international
food safety standards-setting
organization in trade agreements to
which the United States is a party. EPA
may establish a tolerance that is
different from a Codex MRL; however,
FFDCA section 408(b)(4) requires that
EPA explain the reasons for departing
from the Codex level. The Codex has not
established a MRLs for flupyradifurone.

C. Revisions to Petitioned-For
Tolerances

The Petitioner requested a definition
for enforcement of tolerance as the sum
of flupyradifurone and DFA and
DFEAF, expressed as flupyradifurone,

which significantly inflated the field
trial residue values and resulted in
higher tolerance values. EPA, consistent
with its global review partners, has
selected parent flupyradifurone only as
the residue definition for tolerance
enforcement. Flupyradifurone is the
major portion of the residue in plant
commodities and in some livestock
commodities. In other livestock
commodities, it is present at the same
approximate concentration as some
metabolites. Moreover, the significant
metabolite DFA is not suitable for
enforcement purposes, as its
concentration is erratic with time. The
harmonized enforcement definition,
flupyradifurone only, will facilitate
trade and is predicted to be the residue
definition adopted by Codex in the
future based on application of their
policy. Therefore, EPA is reducing the
tolerance values for the petitioned-for
tolerances for the following commodity
groups/subgroups or commodities:
Cattle, goat, hog, horse, and sheep meat
and meat byproducts; hog fat; milk;
poultry eggs; root vegetables subgroup
1B; tuberous and corm vegetables
subgroup 1C; bulb onion subgroup 3-
07A; leafy vegetable group 4; legume
vegetables subgroups 6A, 6B, 6C;
soybean; foliage of legume vegetables
group 7; fruiting vegetables group 8-10;
cucurbit vegetables group 9; citrus pulp;
pome fruits group 11-10; grape raisins;
bushberry subgroup 13B except
cranberry; tree nut group 14; cereal
grain group 15 except rice and except
corn; sweet corn, cereal grain forage,
fodder, and straw group 16; nongrass
animal feeds crop group 18; cotton
undelinted seed; coffee bean; hops;
peanut hay; peanut; prickly pear cactus
fruit and pad.

The petition requested a tolerance for
root vegetables, except sugar beets
subgroup 1B at 1.5 ppm. The ratio of
highest average field trials (HAFTs) of
the representative commodities (carrot/
radish, 0.603/0.046 ppm) was 13, but
the ratio of the median residue value
was 1.8. The small median ratio
indicates that the central tendency of
both carrot and radish residue values
are similar and that a single tolerance
would be appropriate for the subgroup,
represented by carrot and radish. The
higher tolerance estimate from carrot
(0.90 ppm) will cover all members of the
subgroup.

The petition requested a tolerance for
the leafy vegetable, except Brassica
vegetables, group 4 at 40 ppm. Based on
the available residue data, EPA is
establishing separate tolerances for each
of the subgroups of group 4, instead of
a single tolerance for the whole group.
For subgroup 4A (leafy greens), EPA is
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establishing a tolerance at 30 ppm,
based on the highest residues, which
were found on the representative crop
spinach. For subgroup 4B (leafy
petioles), EPA is establishing a separate
tolerance at 9.0 ppm based on the celery
residues. The leafy greens subgroup
tolerance was translated to cover taro
leaves; therefore, EPA is establishing a
tolerance for taro leaves at 30 ppm,
rather than the 40 ppm requested.

The petitioned-for tolerance for the
shelled pea and bean subgroup 6B at 4
ppm was not possible because the
residues on the garden pea and lima
bean were substantially different.
Residues differ by more than 5X
between succulent peas and succulent
beans. In accordance with 40 CFR
180.40(g), a subgroup tolerance is not
normally appropriate; rather, EPA may
establish individual crop tolerances.
Therefore, EPA is establishing
individual tolerances for succulent peas
and succulent beans.

The petition requested a tolerance for
cereal grains, grain, group 15 except rice
at 4 ppm. The residues on sweet corn
and field corn grain were much lower
than those on sorghum, wheat, and
barley grains; therefore, EPA is
excluding corn (field corn, popcorn, and
sweet corn) grain from that group 15
tolerance, as well as rice. Based on
available residue data, EPA is
establishing separate tolerances for
popcorn, grain, field corn, grain, and
sweet corn (kernels plus cobs with
husks removed) at 0.05 ppm. Under
180.40(h), EPA may exclude some
commodities from a group tolerance
where the residue levels are
significantly higher or lower than the
other commodities in the group. Corn,
unlike the other cereal grains, has a
protective husk and this difference is
often reflected in lower residues for late
season foliar applications. Therefore,
EPA is excluding corn grain and rice
from the crop group 15 tolerance and
establishing separate tolerances for corn.
The remaining cereal grains,
represented by grain sorghum, barley,
and wheat, are quite similar.

The petition requested a tolerance on
nongrass animal feeds group 18, forage
at 20 ppm and hay at 40 ppm. EPA is
unable to establish group 18 tolerances
at this time for forage and hay because
data from only four field trials on clover
(one of the representative crops) was
available. Based on the available data,
EPA is establishing tolerances for alfafa
and regional tolerances for clover (since
use on clover is restricted to
Washington, Oregon, and Idaho, the
area where the field trials were
conducted). A group tolerance could be
considered if additional field trials for

clover from diverse areas of the U.S.
were supplied.

The petition requested a tolerance for
rice grain at 4 ppm as a rotational crop.
EPA cannot establish this tolerance at
this time because no data were provided
to support this request. Rice field trial
data are required to establish a
tolerance.

The proposed wheat bran tolerance of
5 ppm is not necessary. The cereal grain
group tolerance covers wheat bran. The
highest average field trial (HAFT)
residue for wheat grain was 0.73 ppm
and the experimentally determined
processing factor for the conversion of
grain to bran was 2.4. Therefore, the
tolerance estimate for wheat bran is 1.8
ppm (0.73 x 2.4). As 1.8 ppm is less than
the 3 ppm cereal group tolerance, a
separate tolerance for wheat bran is not
needed.

EPA was petitioned for tolerances on
tree nut group 14 and pistachio. In the
Federal Register of August 22, 2012 (77
FR 50617) (FRL-9354-3), EPA issued a
final rule that revised the crop grouping
regulations. As part of this action, EPA
expanded and revised the existing tree
nut group 14. Changes to crop group 14
included adding the specialty
commodities African nut tree, Brazilian
pine, bunya, bur oak, cajou nut,
candlenut, coconut, coquito nut, dika
nut, ginkgo, guiana chestnut, heartnut,
Japanese horse-chestnut, mongongo nut,
monkey-pot, monkey puzzle nut, okari
nut, pachira nut, peach palm nut, pequi,
pili nut, pine nut, pistachio, tropical
almond and yellowhorn including
cultivars, varieties, and/or hybrids of
these; and naming the new crop group
tree nut group 14-12. EPA indicated in
the August 22, 2012 final rule as well as
the earlier proposed rule published in
the Federal Register of November 9,
2011 (76 FR 69693) (FRL—-8887-8) that,
for petitions for which a Notice of Filing
had been published, the Agency would
attempt to conform these petitions to the
final rule. Therefore, consistent with
this final rule, EPA has assessed
exposure to the, insecticide
flupyradifurone, assuming use under
the revised tree nut group 14-12.
Because revising the requested crop
group to the updated crop group did not
result in a risk of concern, EPA is
establishing tolerances for
flupyradifurone residues on tree nut
group 14-12.

Cranberry was removed from
subgroups 13-07B and 13-07G at the
request of the petitioner as a
modification to the original request.

Tolerances are not needed for the
processed commodities instant coffee,
roasted coffee, and tomato paste. The
recommended tolerances for the raw

agricultural commodities, tomato and
green coffee bean cover the respective
processed commodities. The highest
average field trial (HAFT) result for
coffee was 0.55 ppm, and the processing
factors for instant coffee and roasted
coffee were 0.59 and 1.9, respectively.
Tolerance estimate (HAFT X processing
factor; 0.55 x 0.59 = 0.32 ppm roasted
bean; 0.55 X 1.9 = 1.0 ppm instant
coffee) are less than the recommended
green coffee bean tolerance (1.5 ppm).
The HAFT for the tomato field trials was
0.57 ppm and the processing factor for
conversion to paste was 2.0, and the
product (0.57 x 2.0) is less than the
recommended fruiting vegetable group
tolerance (1.5 ppm).

Tolerances are not required for
poultry meat and poultry meat
byproducts, as the projected diet for
poultry and the results of the poultry
feeding study indicate that residues are
not likely in poultry meat and poultry
meat byproducts.

V. Conclusion

Therefore, tolerances are established
for residues of flupyradifurone, 4-[[(6-
chloro-3-pyridinyl)methyl](2,2-
difluoroethyl)aminol- 2(5H)-furanone,
are: Alfalfa, forage at 9.0 ppm; alfalfa,
hay at 20 ppm; almond, hulls at 15 ppm;
bean, succulent at 0.2 ppm; berry, low
growing, subgroup 13-07G, except
cranberry at 1.5 ppm; Brassica, head
and stem, subgroup 5A at 6.0 ppm;
Brassica, leafy greens, subgroup 5B at 40
ppm; bushberry subgroup 13-07B,
except cranberry at 4.0 ppm; cactus,
fruit at 0.30 ppm; cactus, pads at 0.70
ppm; cattle, fat at 0.20 ppm; cattle, meat
at 0.30 ppm; cattle, meat byproducts at
1.0 ppm; clover, forage at 20 ppm;
clover, hay at 30 ppm; coffee, green
bean at 1.5 ppm; corn, field, grain at
0.05 ppm; corn, pop, grain at 0.05 ppm;
corn, sweet, kernels plus cobs with
husks removed at 0.05 ppm; cotton, gin
byproducts at 40 ppm; cottonseed
subgroup 20C at 0.80 ppm; egg at 0.01
ppm; fruit, citrus, group 10-10 at 3.0
ppm; fruit, citrus, dried pulp, at 10
ppm; fruit, pome, group 11-10 at 0.70
ppm; fruit, small vine climbing, except
fuzzy kiwifruit, subgroup 13-07F at 3.0
ppm; goat, fat at 0.20 ppm; goat, meat
at 0.30 ppm; goat, meat byproducts at
1.0 ppm; grain, aspirated grains
fractions at 40 ppm; grain, cereal, except
rice and corn, group 15 at 3.0 ppm;
grain, cereal, forage, fodder and straw,
group 16 at 30 ppm; grape, raisin at 5.0
ppm; hog, fat at 0.01 ppm; hog, meat at
0.01 ppm; hog, meat byproducts at 0.04
ppm; hops, dried cones 10 ppm; horse,
fat at 0.20 ppm; horse, meat at 0.30
ppm; horse, meat byproducts at 1.0
ppm; leaf petioles, subgroup 4B at 9.0
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ppm; leafy greens, subgroup 4A at 30
ppm; milk at 0.15 ppm; nut, tree, group
14-12 at 0.02 ppm; onion, bulb,
subgroup 3—07A at 0.09 ppm; onion,
green, subgroup 3—07B at 3.0 ppm; pea
and bean, dried, shelled except soybean,
subgroup 6C at 3.0 ppm; pea, succulent
at 2.0 ppm; peanut at 0.04 ppm; peanut,
hay at 20 ppm; pitaya at 0.30 ppm;
sheep, fat at 0.2 ppm; sheep, meat at
0.30 ppm; sheep, meat byproducts at 1.0
ppm; soybean, seed at 1.5 ppm; taro
leaves at 30 ppm; turnip greens at 40
ppm; vegetable, cucurbit, group 9 at
0.40 ppm; vegetable, fruiting, group 8—
10 at 1.5 ppm; vegetable, legume, edible
podded, subgroup 6A at 3.0 ppm;
vegetable, root, except sugar beet,
subgroup 1B at 0.9 ppm; vegetable,
tuberous and corm, subgroup 1C at 0.05
ppm; vegetable, foliage of legume, group
7, at 30 ppm.

VI. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

This final rule establishes tolerances
under FFDCA section 408(d) in
response to a petition submitted to the
Agency. The Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) has exempted these types
of actions from review under Executive
Order 12866, entitled “Regulatory
Planning and Review” (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993). Because this final rule
has been exempted from review under
Executive Order 12866, this final rule is
not subject to Executive Order 13211,
entitled “Actions Concerning
Regulations that Significantly Affect
Energy Supply, Distribution, or Use” (66
FR 28355, May 22, 2001) or Executive
Order 13045, entitled “Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks” (62 FR 19885,
April 23, 1997). This final rule does not
contain any information collections
subject to OMB approval under the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), nor does it require
any special considerations under
Executive Order 12898, entitled
“Federal Actions to Address
Environmental Justice in Minority
Populations and Low-Income
Populations” (59 FR 7629, February 16,
1994).

Since tolerances and exemptions that
are established on the basis of a petition
under FFDCA section 408(d), such as
the tolerance in this final rule, do not
require the issuance of a proposed rule,
the requirements of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (RFA) (5 U.S.C. 601 et
seq.), do not apply.

This final rule directly regulates
growers, food processors, food handlers,
and food retailers, not States or tribes,
nor does this action alter the
relationships or distribution of power

and responsibilities established by
Congress in the preemption provisions
of FFDCA section 408(n)(4). As such,
the Agency has determined that this
action will not have a substantial direct
effect on States or tribal governments,
on the relationship between the national
government and the States or tribal
governments, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government or between
the Federal Government and Indian
Tribes. Thus, the Agency has
determined that Executive Order 13132,
entitled “Federalism” (64 FR 43255,
August 10, 1999) and Executive Order
13175, entitled “Consultation and
Coordination with Indian Tribal
Governments” (65 FR 67249, November
9, 2000) do not apply to this final rule.
In addition, this final rule does not
impose any enforceable duty or contain
any unfunded mandate as described
under Title II of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (UMRA) (2 U.S.C.
1501 et seq.).

This action does not involve any
technical standards that would require
Agency consideration of voluntary
consensus standards pursuant to section
12(d) of the National Technology
Transfer and Advancement Act of 1995
(NTTAA) (15 U.S.C. 272 note).

VII. Congressional Review Act

Pursuant to the Congressional Review
Act (5 U.S.C. 801 et seq.), EPA will
submit a report containing this rule and
other required information to the U.S.
Senate, the U.S. House of
Representatives, and the Comptroller
General of the United States prior to
publication of the rule in the Federal
Register. This action is not a “‘major
rule” as defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Agricultural commodities, Pesticides
and pests, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: January 14, 2015.

Jack E. Housenger,
Director, Office of Pesticide Programs.

Therefore, 40 CFR chapter I is
amended as follows:

PART 180—[AMENDED]

m 1. The authority citation for part 180
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 321(q), 346a and 371.

m 2. Add § 180.679 to read as follows:

§180.679 Flupyradifurone; tolerances for
residues.

(a) General. Tolerances are
established for residues of the
insecticide flupyradifurone, including
its metabolites and degradates, in or on
the commodities in the following table.
Compliance with the tolerance levels
specified in the following table is to be
determined by measuring only
flupyradifurone, 4-[[(6-chloro-3-
pyridinyl)methyl](2,2-
difluoroethyl)amino]- 2(5H)-furanone.

: Parts per
Commodity miIIiopn

Alfalfa, forage ........cccccoeveeenen. 9.0
Alfalfa, hay ........ 20
Almond, hulls ........ 15
Bean, succulent 0.20
Berry, low growing, except

cranberry subgroup 13-07G 1.5
Brassica, head and stem sub-

group 5A s 6.0
Brassica, leafy greens sub-

group 5B ..o 40
Bushberry, except cranberry

subgroup 13-07B .........cccc... 4.0
Cactus, fruit ............. 0.30
Cactus, pads .. 0.70
Cattle, fat ....... 0.20
Cattle, meat ......ccccccevveeenns 0.30
Cattle, meat byproducts .... 1.0
Coffee, green bean™ ......... 1.5
Corn, field, grain ... 0.05
Corn, pop, grain ......cc.ccceceeveenns 0.05
Corn, sweet, kernels plus cobs

with husks removed .............. 0.05
Cotton, gin byproducts ............. 40
Cottonseed, subgroup 20C ...... 0.80
EQQ oo 0.01
Fruit, citrus, dried pulp ....... 10
Fruit, citrus, group 10-10 .. 3.0
Fruit, pome, group 11-10 ......... 0.70
Fruit, small vine climbing, ex-

cept fuzzy kiwifruit, subgroup

13-07F e 3.0
Goat, fat ...... 0.20
Goat, meat ........cccuveeee... 0.30
Goat, meat byproducts ............. 1.0
Grain, aspirated grain fractions 40
Grain, cereal, forage, fodder

and straw, group 16 .............. 30
Grain, cereal, group 15, except

rice and corn ..... 3.0
Grape, raisin ..... 5.0
Hog, fat .......... 0.01
Hog, meat .........cccoeevnens 0.01
Hog, meat byproducts .... 0.04
Hops, dried cones ... 10
Horse, fat ......cccc...... 0.20
Horse, meat .........ccceeene. 0.30
Horse, meat byproducts ........... 1.0
Leaf petioles, subgroup 4B ...... 9.0
Leafy greens, subgroup 4A ...... 30
MIlK e 0.15
Nut, tree, group 14—12 ............. 0.02
Onion, bulb, subgroup 3-07A .. 0.09
Onion, green, subgroup 3—07B 3.0
Pea and bean, dried, shelled

except soybean, subgroup

.......................................... 3.0

Pea, succulent .. 2.0
Peanut ........ccocoiiieiieeeee 0.04
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) Parts per ~ suspension on the effective dates listed ~ suspension of such communities will be
Commodity million within this rule because of published in the Federal Register.
noncompliance with the floodplain In addition, FEMA publishes a Flood

Peanut, hay ..o 20 management requirements of the Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) that
PHAYE v 0.30 program. If the Federal Emergency identifies the Special Flood Hazard
Sheep, fat ... 0.20 Management Agency (FEMA) receives Areas (SFHAS) in these communities.
Sheep, meat ......ccooiiiiiin 0.30 . . The date of the FIRM. if one has been
Sheep, meat byproducts. .......... ;o documentation t}}at the community has e da the FIRM, 11
SOybEaN, SEEd w.vvrrr 15 adopted the required floodplain published, is indicated in the fourth
Taro 1eaves ......oveeeeeee, 30 management measures prior to the COleIl Of the table. No du‘ect Federal
Turnip greens .......ccooccceeveecue. 40 effective suspension date given in this financial assistance (except assistance
Vegetable, cucurbit, group 9 ... 0.40 rule, the suspension will not occur and ~ pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford

Vegetable, foliage of legume,
GrOUP 7 e 30
Vegetable, fruiting, group 8-10
Vegetable, legume, edible pod-
ded, subgroup 6A
Vegetable, root, except sugar

3.0

beet, subgroup 1B ................ 0.90
Vegetable, tuberous and corm,
subgroup 1C ....cccoviiiiiiiiee 0.05

1 No U.S. registration.

(b) Section 18 emergency exemptions.
[Reserved]

(c) Tolerances with regional
restrictions. Tolerances are established
for residues of the insecticide
flupyradifurone, including its
metabolites and degradates, in or on the
commodities in the following table.
Compliance with the tolerance levels
specified in the following table is to be
determined by measuring only
flupyradifurone, 4-[[(6-chloro-3-
pyridinyl)methyl](2,2-
difluoroethyl)amino]- 2(5H)-furanone.

Commodity P;ritlﬁopner
Clover, forage .. 20
Clover, hay .....ccccooviniiiiiieinens 30

(d) Indirect or inadvertent residues.
[Reserved]
[FR Doc. 2015-01013 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Federal Emergency Management
Agency
44 CFR Part 64

[Docket ID FEMA-2014-0002; Internal
Agency Docket No. FEMA-8369]

Suspension of Community Eligibility

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency, DHS.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule identifies
communities where the sale of flood
insurance has been authorized under
the National Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) that are scheduled for

a notice of this will be provided by
publication in the Federal Register on a
subsequent date. Also, information
identifying the current participation
status of a community can be obtained
from FEMA’s Community Status Book
(CSB). The CSB is available at http://
www.fema.gov/fema/csb.shtm.

DATES: Effective Dates: The effective
date of each community’s scheduled
suspension is the third date (“Susp.”)
listed in the third column of the
following tables.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you want to determine whether a
particular community was suspended
on the suspension date or for further
information, contact Bret Gates, Federal
Insurance and Mitigation
Administration, Federal Emergency
Management Agency, 500 C Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20472, (202) 646—4133.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The NFIP
enables property owners to purchase
Federal flood insurance that is not
otherwise generally available from
private insurers. In return, communities
agree to adopt and administer local
floodplain management measures aimed
at protecting lives and new construction
from future flooding. Section 1315 of
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 4022,
prohibits the sale of NFIP flood
insurance unless an appropriate public
body adopts adequate floodplain
management measures with effective
enforcement measures. The
communities listed in this document no
longer meet that statutory requirement
for compliance with program
regulations, 44 CFR part 59.
Accordingly, the communities will be
suspended on the effective date in the
third column. As of that date, flood
insurance will no longer be available in
the community. We recognize that some
of these communities may adopt and
submit the required documentation of
legally enforceable floodplain
management measures after this rule is
published but prior to the actual
suspension date. These communities
will not be suspended and will continue
to be eligible for the sale of NFIP flood
insurance. A notice withdrawing the

Disaster Relief and Emergency
Assistance Act not in connection with a
flood) may be provided for construction
or acquisition of buildings in identified
SFHAs for communities not
participating in the NFIP and identified
for more than a year on FEMA'’s initial
FIRM for the community as having
flood-prone areas (section 202(a) of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973,
42 U.S.C. 4106(a), as amended). This
prohibition against certain types of
Federal assistance becomes effective for
the communities listed on the date
shown in the last column. The
Administrator finds that notice and
public comment procedures under 5
U.S.C. 553(b), are impracticable and
unnecessary because communities listed
in this final rule have been adequately
notified.

Each community receives 6-month,
90-day, and 30-day notification letters
addressed to the Chief Executive Officer
stating that the community will be
suspended unless the required
floodplain management measures are
met prior to the effective suspension
date. Since these notifications were
made, this final rule may take effect
within less than 30 days.

National Environmental Policy Act.
This rule is categorically excluded from
the requirements of 44 CFR part 10,
Environmental Considerations. No
environmental impact assessment has
been prepared.

Regulatory Flexibility Act. The
Administrator has determined that this
rule is exempt from the requirements of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act because
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968, as amended, Section 1315, 42
U.S.C. 4022, prohibits flood insurance
coverage unless an appropriate public
body adopts adequate floodplain
management measures with effective
enforcement measures. The
communities listed no longer comply
with the statutory requirements, and
after the effective date, flood insurance
will no longer be available in the
communities unless remedial action
takes place.

Regulatory Classification. This final
rule is not a significant regulatory action
under the criteria of section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866 of September 30,
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1993, Regulatory Planning and Review, = Paperwork Reduction Act, 44 U.S.C. Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.;

58 FR 51735. 3501 et seq. Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, 3 CFR,
Executive Order 13132, Federalism. . . . 1978 Comp.; p. 329; E.O. 12127, 44 FR 19367,

This rule involves no policies that have List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 64 3 CFR, 1979 Comp.; p. 376.

federalism implications under Executive Flood insurance, Floodplains.
Order 13132. A dinel . §64.6 [Amended]
- . . ccordingly, 44 CFR part 64 is
Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice amended as follows: m 2. The tables published under the
Reform. This rule meets the applicable authority of § 64.6 are amended as
standards of Executive Order 12988. PART 64—[AMENDED] follows:
Paperwork Reduction Act. This rule
does not involve any collection of m 1. The authority citation for Part 64
information for purposes of the continues to read as follows:
: Community | Effective date authorization/cancellation Current effective Date certain Federal
State and location No. of sale of flood insurance in community map date a:\?ésif:&zeir?%:fgggr
Region Il
Virginia:
Cape Charles, Town of, North- 510106 | June 3, 1974, Emerg; February 2, | March 2, 2015 ......... March 2, 2015.
ampton County. 1983, Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
Northampton  County,  Unincor- 510105 | September 6, 1974, Emerg; August 11, | ...... dO i Do.
porated Areas. 1976, Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
Region V
Indiana:
Albion, Town of, Noble County ...... 180184 | March 11, 1976, Emerg; August 19, | ...... (o [0 JURTTURRIRN Do.
1986, Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
Avilla, Town of, Noble County ........ 180630 | N/A, Emerg; June 5, 2013, Reg; March | ...... dO s Do.
2, 2015, Susp.
Henry  County, Unincorporated 180437 | N/A, Emerg; October 26, 1992, Reg; | ...... [o [0 JUUTURTIT Do.
Areas. March 2, 2015, Susp.
Kendallville, City of, Noble County 180185 | March 24, 1975, Emerg; January 6, | ...... [0 [0 RN Do.
1983, Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
Lewisville, Town of, Henry County 180091 | October 26, 1976, Emerg; September | ...... dO i Do.
4, 1987, Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
Ligonier, City of, Noble County ...... 180186 | September 23, 1975, Emerg; January | ...... dO i Do.
6, 1983, Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
Middletown, Town of, Henry Coun- 180331 | April 24, 1975, Emerg; August 19, | ...... (o [o TURTTRRITN Do.
ty. 1985, Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
New Castle, City of, Henry County 180092 | April 14, 1975, Emerg; September 4, | ...... dO i Do.
1987, Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
Noble  County, Unincorporated 180183 | February 2, 1973, Emerg; January 3, | ...... dO i Do.
Areas. 1979, Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
Rome City, Town of, Noble County 180385 | July 29, 1975, Emerg; October 15, | ...... [0 [o RN Do.
1982, Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
Spiceland, Town of, Henry County 180494 | N/A, Emerg; May 11, 1995, Reg; | ...... dO e Do.
March 2, 2015, Susp.
Springport, Town of, Henry County 180347 | February 23, 1976, Emerg; September | ...... [o [0 JUUTURTIT Do.
4, 1987, Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
Sulphur Springs, Town of, Henry 180349 | N/A, Emerg; September 4, 1987, Reg; | ...... (o [o RN Do.
County. March 2, 2015, Susp.
Region Vii
lowa:
Sioux City, City of, Woodbury 190298 | May 14, 1971, Emerg; August 1, 1979, | ...... dO i Do.
County. Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
Woodbury County, Unincorporated 190536 | October 29, 1974, Emerg; June 17, | ...... (o [0 JURTTURRIRN Do.
Areas. 1991, Reg; March 2, 2015, Susp.
*-do- = Ditto.

Code for reading third column: Emerg. —Emergency; Reg. —Regular; Susp. —Suspension.
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Dated: January 12, 2015.
Edward L. Connor,

Deputy Associate Administrator, Federal
Insurance and Mitigation Administration,
Department of Homeland Security, Federal
Emergency Management Agency.

[FR Doc. 2015-01216 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 9110-12-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Federal Emergency Management
Agency
44 CFR Part 64

[Docket ID FEMA-2014-0002; Internal
Agency Docket No. FEMA-8367]

Suspension of Community Eligibility

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency, DHS.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule identifies
communities where the sale of flood
insurance has been authorized under
the National Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) that are scheduled for
suspension on the effective dates listed
within this rule because of
noncompliance with the floodplain
management requirements of the
program. If the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) receives
documentation that the community has
adopted the required floodplain
management measures prior to the
effective suspension date given in this
rule, the suspension will not occur and
a notice of this will be provided by
publication in the Federal Register on a
subsequent date. Also, information
identifying the current participation
status of a community can be obtained
from FEMA’s Community Status Book
(CSB). The CSB is available at http://
www.fema.gov/fema/csb.shtm.

DATES: Effective Dates: The effective
date of each community’s scheduled
suspension is the third date (“Susp.”)
listed in the third column of the
following tables.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you want to determine whether a
particular community was suspended
on the suspension date or for further
information, contact Bret Gates, Federal
Insurance and Mitigation
Administration, Federal Emergency
Management Agency, 500 C Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20472, (202) 646—4133.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The NFIP
enables property owners to purchase
Federal flood insurance that is not

otherwise generally available from
private insurers. In return, communities
agree to adopt and administer local
floodplain management measures aimed
at protecting lives and new construction
from future flooding. Section 1315 of
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 4022,
prohibits the sale of NFIP flood
insurance unless an appropriate public
body adopts adequate floodplain
management measures with effective
enforcement measures. The
communities listed in this document no
longer meet that statutory requirement
for compliance with program
regulations, 44 CFR part 59.
Accordingly, the communities will be
suspended on the effective date in the
third column. As of that date, flood
insurance will no longer be available in
the community. We recognize that some
of these communities may adopt and
submit the required documentation of
legally enforceable floodplain
management measures after this rule is
published but prior to the actual
suspension date. These communities
will not be suspended and will continue
to be eligible for the sale of NFIP flood
insurance. A notice withdrawing the
suspension of such communities will be
published in the Federal Register.

In addition, FEMA publishes a Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) that
identifies the Special Flood Hazard
Areas (SFHASs) in these communities.
The date of the FIRM, if one has been
published, is indicated in the fourth
column of the table. No direct Federal
financial assistance (except assistance
pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency
Assistance Act not in connection with a
flood) may be provided for construction
or acquisition of buildings in identified
SFHAs for communities not
participating in the NFIP and identified
for more than a year on FEMA’s initial
FIRM for the community as having
flood-prone areas (section 202(a) of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973,
42 U.S.C. 4106(a), as amended). This
prohibition against certain types of
Federal assistance becomes effective for
the communities listed on the date
shown in the last column. The
Administrator finds that notice and
public comment procedures under 5
U.S.C. 553(b), are impracticable and
unnecessary because communities listed
in this final rule have been adequately
notified.

Each community receives 6-month,
90-day, and 30-day notification letters
addressed to the Chief Executive Officer
stating that the community will be

suspended unless the required
floodplain management measures are
met prior to the effective suspension
date. Since these notifications were
made, this final rule may take effect
within less than 30 days.

National Environmental Policy Act.
This rule is categorically excluded from
the requirements of 44 CFR part 10,
Environmental Considerations. No
environmental impact assessment has
been prepared.

Regulatory Flexibility Act. The
Administrator has determined that this
rule is exempt from the requirements of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act because
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968, as amended, Section 1315, 42
U.S.C. 4022, prohibits flood insurance
coverage unless an appropriate public
body adopts adequate floodplain
management measures with effective
enforcement measures. The
communities listed no longer comply
with the statutory requirements, and
after the effective date, flood insurance
will no longer be available in the
communities unless remedial action
takes place.

Regulatory Classification. This final
rule is not a significant regulatory action
under the criteria of section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866 of September 30,
1993, Regulatory Planning and Review,
58 FR 51735.

Executive Order 13132, Federalism.
This rule involves no policies that have
federalism implications under Executive
Order 13132.

Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice
Reform. This rule meets the applicable
standards of Executive Order 12988.

Paperwork Reduction Act. This rule
does not involve any collection of
information for purposes of the
Paperwork Reduction Act, 44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq.

List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 64

Flood insurance, Floodplains.

Accordingly, 44 CFR part 64 is
amended as follows:

PART 64—[AMENDED]

m 1. The authority citation for part 64

continues to read as follows:
Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.;

Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, 3 CFR,

1978 Comp.; p. 329; E.O. 12127, 44 FR 19367,
3 CFR, 1979 Comp.; p. 376.

§64.6 [Amended]

m 2. The tables published under the
authority of § 64.6 are amended as
follows:
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; : it : : Date certain Federal
: Communit Effective date authorization/cancellation Current effective )
State and location No. Y of sale of flood insurance in community map date a:f;?f:&‘;ei,?%'po.ﬂ?\gr
Region Il
Maryland:
Annapolis, City of, Anne Arundel 240009 | December 7, 1973, Emerg; November | February 18, 2015 ... | February 18, 2015.
County. 4, 1981, Reg; February 18, 2015,
Susp.
Anne Arundel County, Unincor- 240008 | March 3, 1972, Emerg; May 2, 1983, | ...... (o [o RS Do.
porated Areas. Reg; February 18, 2015, Susp.
Highland Beach, Town of, Anne 240161 | July 31, 1975, Emerg; November 4, | ...... (o [o RS Do.
Arundel County. 1981, Reg; February 18, 2015, Susp.
Virginia: King George County, Un- 510312 | May 16, 1975, Emerg; December 15, | ...... dO e Do.
incorporated Areas. 1990, Reg; February 18, 2015, Susp.
Stafford County, Unincorporated 510154 | April 9, 1974, Emerg; November 19, | ...... [o [o RS Do.
Areas. 1980, Reg; February 18, 2015, Susp.
Region V
Indiana:
Connersville, City of, Fayette 180061 | April 11, 1975, Emerg; August 1, 1995, | ...... dO s Do.
County. Reg; February 18, 2015, Susp.
Fayette County, Unincorporated 180417 | April 11, 1975, Emerg; September 1, | ...... o [o TSRS Do.
Areas. 1988, Reg; February 18, 2015, Susp.
Michigan:
Bridgeton, Township of, Newaygo 260466 | May 6, 1976, Emerg; September 4, | ...... (o [0 TSURTTTRRIT Do.
County. 1986, Reg; February 18, 2015, Susp.
Brooks, Township of, Newaygo 260467 | September 23, 1976, Emerg; July 3, | ...... (o [0 TSURTTTRRIT Do.
County. 1986, Reg; February 18, 2015, Susp.
Croton, Township of, Newaygo 260468 | November 26, 1986, Emerg; Sep- | ...... [0 [o RN Do.
County. tember 30, 1988, Reg; February 18,
2015, Susp.
Fremont, City of, Newaygo County 260167 | April 22, 1975, Emerg; August 10, | ...... o [o TR Do.
1979, Reg; February 18, 2015, Susp.
Garfield, Township of, Newaygo 260469 | March 9, 1976, Emerg; September 29, | ...... dO i Do.
County. 1986, Reg; February 18, 2015, Susp.
Lincoln, Township of, Newaygo 260828 | N/A, Emerg; February 21, 1996, Reg; | ...... do i Do.
County. February 18, 2015, Susp.
Newaygo, City of, Newaygo County 260340 | March 10, 1982, Emerg; May 25, 1984, | ...... o [o TR Do.
Reg; February 18, 2015, Susp.
Sherman, Township of, Newaygo 261384 | March 10, 2011, Emerg; N/A, Reg; | ...... do s Do.
County. February 18, 2015, Susp.
White Cloud, City of, Newaygo 260470 | September 25, 1978, Emerg; Sep- | ...... dO i Do.
County. tember 1, 1986, Reg; February 18,
2015, Susp.
Wilcox, Township of, Newaygo 261013 | January 15, 1998, Emerg; N/A, Reg; | ...... [o [0 TSURTTTRRIR Do.
County. February 18, 2015, Susp.
*-do- = Ditto.

Code for reading third column: Emerg. —Emergency; Reg. —Regular; Susp. —Suspension.

Dated: January 12, 2015.
Edward L. Connor,

Deputy Associate Administrator, Federal
Insurance and Mitigation Administration,

Department of Homeland Security, Federal

Emergency Management Agency.
[FR Doc. 2015-01214 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 9110-12-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Federal Emergency Management
Agency
44 CFR Part 64

[Docket ID FEMA-2014-0002; Internal
Agency Docket No. FEMA-8365]

Suspension of Community Eligibility

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency, DHS.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule identifies
communities where the sale of flood
insurance has been authorized under
the National Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) that are scheduled for
suspension on the effective dates listed
within this rule because of

noncompliance with the floodplain
management requirements of the
program. If the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) receives
documentation that the community has
adopted the required floodplain
management measures prior to the
effective suspension date given in this
rule, the suspension will not occur and
a notice of this will be provided by
publication in the Federal Register on a
subsequent date. Also, information
identifying the current participation
status of a community can be obtained
from FEMA’s Community Status Book
(CSB). The CSB is available at http://
www.fema.gov/fema/csb.shtm.

DATES: Effective Dates: The effective
date of each community’s scheduled
suspension is the third date (“Susp.”)
listed in the third column of the
following tables.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you want to determine whether a
particular community was suspended
on the suspension date or for further
information, contact Bret Gates, Federal
Insurance and Mitigation
Administration, Federal Emergency
Management Agency, 500 C Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20472, (202) 646—4133.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The NFIP
enables property owners to purchase
Federal flood insurance that is not
otherwise generally available from
private insurers. In return, communities
agree to adopt and administer local
floodplain management measures aimed
at protecting lives and new construction
from future flooding. Section 1315 of
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 4022,
prohibits the sale of NFIP flood
insurance unless an appropriate public
body adopts adequate floodplain
management measures with effective
enforcement measures. The
communities listed in this document no
longer meet that statutory requirement
for compliance with program
regulations, 44 CFR part 59.
Accordingly, the communities will be
suspended on the effective date in the
third column. As of that date, flood
insurance will no longer be available in
the community. We recognize that some
of these communities may adopt and
submit the required documentation of
legally enforceable floodplain
management measures after this rule is
published but prior to the actual
suspension date. These communities
will not be suspended and will continue
to be eligible for the sale of NFIP flood
insurance. A notice withdrawing the
suspension of such communities will be
published in the Federal Register.

In addition, FEMA publishes a Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) that
identifies the Special Flood Hazard

Areas (SFHASs) in these communities.
The date of the FIRM, if one has been
published, is indicated in the fourth
column of the table. No direct Federal
financial assistance (except assistance
pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency
Assistance Act not in connection with a
flood) may be provided for construction
or acquisition of buildings in identified
SFHAs for communities not
participating in the NFIP and identified
for more than a year on FEMA’s initial
FIRM for the community as having
flood-prone areas (section 202(a) of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973,
42 U.S.C. 4106(a), as amended). This
prohibition against certain types of
Federal assistance becomes effective for
the communities listed on the date
shown in the last column. The
Administrator finds that notice and
public comment procedures under 5
U.S.C. 553(b), are impracticable and
unnecessary because communities listed
in this final rule have been adequately
notified.

Each community receives 6-month,
90-day, and 30-day notification letters
addressed to the Chief Executive Officer
stating that the community will be
suspended unless the required
floodplain management measures are
met prior to the effective suspension
date. Since these notifications were
made, this final rule may take effect
within less than 30 days.

National Environmental Policy Act.
This rule is categorically excluded from
the requirements of 44 CFR part 10,
Environmental Considerations. No
environmental impact assessment has
been prepared.

Regulatory Flexibility Act. The
Administrator has determined that this
rule is exempt from the requirements of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act because
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968, as amended, Section 1315, 42

U.S.C. 4022, prohibits flood insurance
coverage unless an appropriate public
body adopts adequate floodplain
management measures with effective
enforcement measures. The
communities listed no longer comply
with the statutory requirements, and
after the effective date, flood insurance
will no longer be available in the
communities unless remedial action
takes place.

Regulatory Classification. This final
rule is not a significant regulatory action
under the criteria of section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866 of September 30,
1993, Regulatory Planning and Review,
58 FR 51735.

Executive Order 13132, Federalism.
This rule involves no policies that have
federalism implications under Executive
Order 13132.

Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice
Reform. This rule meets the applicable
standards of Executive Order 12988.

Paperwork Reduction Act. This rule
does not involve any collection of
information for purposes of the
Paperwork Reduction Act, 44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq.

List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 64

Flood insurance, Floodplains.

Accordingly, 44 CFR part 64 is
amended as follows:

PART 64—[AMENDED]

m 1. The authority citation for part 64
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.;
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, 3 CFR,
1978 Comp.; p. 329; E.O. 12127, 44 FR 19367,
3 CFR, 1979 Comp.; p. 376.

§64.6 [Amended]

m 2. The tables published under the
authority of § 64.6 are amended as
follows:

; . - : ; Date certain Federal
: Community | Effective date authorization/cancellation Current effective )
State and location ; : h assistance no longer
No. of sale of flood insurance in community map date available in SFH%S
Region Il
Delaware:
Ardentown, Village of, New Castle 100058 | N/A, Emerg; January 28, 1997, Reg; | February 4, 2015 ..... February 4, 2015.
County. February 4, 2015, Susp.
Delaware City, City of, New Castle 100022 | December 17, 1973, Emerg; February | ...... [o [0 S Do.
County. 16, 1977, Reg; February 4, 2015,
Susp.
Elsmere, Town of, New Castle 100023 | October 2, 1974, Emerg; December 31, | ...... dO i Do.
County. 1976, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Middletown, Town of, New Castle 100024 | June 13, 1974, Emerg; January 7, | ...... do i, Do.
County. 1977, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
New Castle County, Unincor- 105085 | June 6, 1970, Emerg; December 3, | ...... dO i Do.
porated Areas. 1971, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Newark, City of, New Castle Coun- 100025 | June 5, 1970, Emerg; March 29, 1974, | ..... dO i Do.
ty. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Newport, Town of, New Castle 100054 | May 28, 1974, Emerg; June 15, 1978, | ...... dO i Do.
County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
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Date certain Federal

: Community | Effective date authorization/cancellation Current effective )
State and location : : h assistance no longer
No. of sale of flood insurance in community map date available in SFHgs
Odessa, Town of, New Castle 100066 | N/A, Emerg; April 27, 2012, Reg; Feb- | ...... dO s Do.
County. ruary 4, 2015, Susp.
Wilmington, City of, New Castle 100028 | December 19, 1973, Emerg; May 2, | ...... dO i Do.
County. 1977, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Maryland:
Crisfield, City of, Somerset County 240062 | April 28, 1975, Emerg; June 15, 1981, | ...... dO o Do.
Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Princess Anne, Town of, Somerset 240063 | January 28, 1974, Emerg; April 20, | ...... do i, Do.
County. 1979, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Somerset County, Unincorporated 240061 | May 8, 1975, Emerg; June 15, 1981, | ...... (o [0 TURIPUURRIRN Do.
Areas. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Region V
Indiana:
Greentown, Town of, Howard 180513 | September 14, 1995, Emerg; N/A, Reg; | ...... (o [o RS Do.
County. February 4, 2015, Susp.
Howard County, Unincorporated 180414 | March 6, 1975, Emerg; July 16, 1981, | ...... dO e Do.
Areas. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Kokomo, City of, Howard County ... 180093 | February 19, 1975, Emerg; August 3, | ...... (o [0 RN Do.
1981, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Russiaville, Town of, Howard 180427 | September 15, 1975, Emerg; June 1, | ...... do i, Do.
County. 1979, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Michigan: Aetna, Township of, 261448 | March 18, 2010, Emerg; N/A, Reg; | ...... [o [o TR Do.
Mecosta County. February 4, 2015, Susp.
Big Rapids, City of, Mecosta Coun- 260136 | May 14, 1975, Emerg; September 1, | ...... do i, Do.
ty. 1986, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Big Rapids, Township of, Mecosta 260135 | August 20, 1975, Emerg; September 1, | ...... dO e Do.
County. 1988, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Colfax, Town of, Mecosta County .. 260903 | October 2, 1992, Emerg; May 1, 1994, | ...... [o [o RS Do.
Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Deerfield, Township of, Mecosta 261451 | March 18, 2010, Emerg; N/A, Reg; | ...... do i, Do.
County. February 4, 2015, Susp.
Fork, Township of, Mecosta County 260633 | September 3, 1975, Emerg; May 25, | ...... (o [o RN Do.
1984, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Green, Charter Township of, 260951 | March 11, 1996, Emerg; N/A, Reg; | ...... dO i Do.
Mecosta County. February 4, 2015, Susp.
Mecosta, Township of, Mecosta 260698 | October 7, 1976, Emerg; September 4, | ...... o [o TR Do.
County. 1986, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Morley, Village of, Mecosta County 260585 | October 12, 1976, Emerg; July 16, | ...... (o [o RS Do.
1987, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Morton, Township of, Mecosta 261454 | August 5, 2009, Emerg; N/A, Reg; Feb- | ...... dO e Do.
County. ruary 4, 2015, Susp.
Wisconsin:
Fort Atkinson, City of, Jefferson 555554 | November 13, 1970, Emerg; August 6, | ...... [o [0 RN Do.
County. 1971, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Jefferson, City of, Jefferson County 555561 | April 23, 1971, Emerg; May 26, 1972, | ...... dO s Do.
Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Jefferson County, Unincorporated 550191 | April 2, 1971, Emerg; September 29, | ...... o (o T Do.
Areas. 1978, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Johnson Creek, Village of, Jeffer- 550194 | February 13, 1976, Emerg; September | ...... [o [o RS Do.
son County. 30, 1982, Reg; February 4, 2015,
Susp.
Lake Mills, City of, Jefferson Coun- 550195 | September 10, 1975, Emerg; July 2, | ...... [o [o RS Do.
ty. 1987, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Palmyra, Village of, Jefferson 550196 | May 13, 1975, Emerg; May 3, 1990, | ...... dO i Do.
County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Sullivan, Village of, Jefferson 550197 | July 10, 1975, Emerg; September 18, | ...... [o [0 RN Do.
County. 1985, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Waterloo, City of, Jefferson County 550198 | July 25, 1975, Emerg; September 18, | ...... dO s Do.
1985, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Watertown, City of, Jefferson and 550107 | May 23, 1975, Emerg; April 1, 1981, | ...... dO o Do.
Dodge Counties. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Region Vi
Missouri:
Ballwin, City of, Saint Louis County 290328 | July 8, 1975, Emerg; January 2, 1981, | ...... dO o Do.
Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Bella Villa, City of, Saint Louis 290329 | June 18, 1975, Emerg; July 16, 1979, | ...... dO o Do.
County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Bellefontaine Neighbors, City of, 290330 | December 10, 1973, Emerg; Sep- | ...... dO o Do.

Saint Louis County.

tember 29, 1978, Reg; February 4,
2015, Susp.
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Date certain Federal

: Community | Effective date authorization/cancellation Current effective )
State and location : : h assistance no longer
No. of sale of flood insurance in community map date available in SFH%\S
Bel-Ridge, Village of, Saint Louis 290333 | June 11, 1975, Emerg; February 18, | ...... dO i Do.
County. 1981, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Berkeley, City of, Saint Louis 290335 | November 15, 1973, Emerg; August 1, | ...... [o [o RS Do.
County. 1979, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Black Jack, City of, Saint Louis 290336 | July 2, 1974, Emerg; January 2, 1981, | ...... [0 [o RN Do.
County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Breckenridge Hills, City of, Saint 290337 | July 18, 1975, Emerg; October 15, | ...... dO i Do.
Louis County. 1980, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Brentwood, City of, Saint Louis 290338 | September 7, 1973, Emerg; May 16, | ...... dO e Do.
County. 1977, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Bridgeton, City of, Saint Louis 290339 | December 10, 1973, Emerg; Sep- | ...... do i, Do.
County. tember 1, 1978, Reg; February 4,
2015, Susp.
Chesterfield, City of, Saint Louis 290896 | September 3, 1971, Emerg; September | ...... Lo [0 RN Do.
County. 15, 1978, Reg; February 4, 2015,
Susp.
Clarkson Valley, City of, Saint 290340 | May 27, 1975, Emerg; April 8, 1977, | ...... [o [o RS Do.
Louis County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Clayton, City of, Saint Louis Coun- 290341 | December 23, 1971, Emerg; February | ...... [0 [o RN Do.
ty. 14, 1976, Reg; February 4, 2015,
Susp.
Cool Valley, City of, Saint Louis 290342 | December 11, 1973, Emerg; May 16, | ...... dO s Do.
County. 1977, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Crestwood, City of, Saint Louis 290343 | June 18, 1973, Emerg; May 2, 1977, | ...... (o [o RS Do.
County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Creve Coeur, City of, Saint Louis 290344 | March 27, 1974, Emerg; August 1, | ...... (o [0 RS, Do.
County. 1978, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Dellwood, City of, Saint Louis 290346 | July 19, 1974, Emerg; June 27, 1978, | ...... dO i Do.
County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Des Peres, City of, Saint Louis 290347 | December 26, 1973, Emerg; June 15, | ...... dO e Do.
County. 1979, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Ellisville, City of, Saint Louis Coun- 290348 | February 5, 1975, Emerg; September | ...... do i, Do.
ty. 9, 1980, Reg; February 4, 2015,
Susp.
Eureka, City of, Saint Louis County 290349 | January 23, 1974, Emerg; July 5, 1977, | ...... dO i Do.
Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Fenton, City of, Saint Louis County 290350 | February 25, 1972, Emerg; January 19, | ...... dO e Do.
1978, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Ferguson, City of, Saint Louis 290351 | May 3, 1973, Emerg; January 19, | ...... dO o Do.
County. 1978, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Florissant, City of, Saint Louis 290352 | June 11, 1973, Emerg; February 4, | ...... dO i Do.
County. 1981, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Frontenac, City of, Saint Louis 290353 | March 31, 1975, Emerg; February 18, | ...... (o [o RS Do.
County. 1981, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Grantwood Village, Town of, Saint 290355 | May 20, 1974, Emerg; January 16, | ...... (o [0 RN Do.
Louis County. 1981, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Green Park, City of, Saint Louis 290668 | N/A, Emerg; August 12, 1998, Reg; | ...... dO e Do.
County. February 4, 2015, Susp.
Hazelwood, City of, Saint Louis 290357 | November 27, 1973, Emerg; April 1, | ...... dO i Do.
County. 1980, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Hillsdale, Village of, Saint Louis 290358 | August 27, 1975, Emerg; August 24, | ...... dO s Do.
County. 1984, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Huntleigh, City of, Saint Louis 290359 | N/A, Emerg; December 30, 1998, Reg; | ...... dO i Do.
County. February 4, 2015, Susp.
Jennings, City of, Saint Louis 290360 | December 19, 1973, Emerg; June 15, | ...... [o [o RS Do.
County. 1979, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Kirkwood, City of, Saint Louis 290362 | November 5, 1973, Emerg; April 3, | ...... [0 [o RN Do.
County. 1987, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Ladue, City of, Saint Louis County 290363 | October 22, 1971, Emerg; March 16, | ...... (o [0 RN Do.
1976, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Mackenzie, Village of, Saint Louis 290365 | April 5, 1973, Emerg; September 29, | ...... dO i Do.
County. 1978, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Manchester, City of, Saint Louis 290366 | September 3, 1975, Emerg; October | ...... dO s Do.
County. 15, 1980, Reg; February 4, 2015,
Susp.
Maplewood, City of, Saint Louis 295266 | May 21, 1971, Emerg; November 23, | ...... o [0 JURRI Do.
County. 1973, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Maryland Heights, City of, Saint 290889 | April 4, 1986, Emerg; September 30, | ...... dO e Do.
Louis County. 1988, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Northwoods, City of, Saint Louis 290372 | April 12, 1974, Emerg; December 2, | ...... do i, Do.

County.

1980, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
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Oakland, City of, Saint Louis Coun- 290373 | June 5, 1975, Emerg; January 16, | ...... dO s Do.
ty. 1981, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Olivette, City of, Saint Louis Coun- 290374 | February 19, 1974, Emerg; July 3, | ... dO i Do.
ty. 1978, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Overland, City of, Saint Louis 290375 | May 22, 1974, Emerg; October 15, | ...... dO i Do.
County. 1980, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Richmond Heights, City of, Saint 290380 | September 5, 1973, Emerg; May 16, | ...... dO i Do.
Louis County. 1977, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Riverview, Village of, Saint Louis 290381 | January 3, 1977, Emerg; April 17, | ...... dO i Do.
County. 1979, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Rock Hill, City of, Saint Louis 290382 | May 29, 1973, Emerg; May 16, 1977, | ...... dO i Do.
County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Saint Ann, City of, Saint Louis 290383 | July 19, 1974, Emerg; July 16, 1979, | ...... dO i Do.
County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Saint John, City of, Saint Louis 290384 | May 9, 1975, Emerg; April 15, 1977, | ...... dO s Do.
County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Saint Louis County, Unincorporated 290327 | September 3, 1971, Emerg; September | ...... dO i Do.
Areas. 15, 1978, Reg; February 4, 2015,
Susp.
Shrewsbury, City of, Saint Louis 290386 | December 19, 1974, Emerg; January | ...... dO o Do.
County. 16, 1981, Reg; February 4, 2015,
Susp.
Sunset Hills, City of, Saint Louis 290387 | June 28, 1973, Emerg; September 1, | ...... dO s Do.
County. 1977, Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
University City, City of, Saint Louis 290390 | April 20, 1973, Emerg; June 1, 1978, | ...... [o [0 TUUTURRIT Do.
County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Valley Park, City of, Saint Louis 290391 | June 23, 1975, Emerg; June 15, 1982, | ...... [o [0 TUUTURRIT Do.
County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Webster Groves, City of, Saint 290394 | January 23, 1974, Emerg; September | ...... dO s Do.
Louis County. 29, 1978, Reg; February 4, 2015,
Susp.
Wellston, City of, Saint Louis 290395 | May 2, 1975, Emerg; May 19, 1981, | ...... dO o Do.
County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.
Wildwood, City of, Saint Louis 290922 | N/A, Emerg; February 28, 1997, Reg; | ...... dO o Do.
County. February 4, 2015, Susp.
Woodson Terrace, City of, Saint 290398 | May 14, 1974, Emerg; June 20, 1976, | ...... dO i Do.
Louis County. Reg; February 4, 2015, Susp.

*-do- = Ditto.

Code for reading third column: Emerg.—Emergency; Reg.—Regular; Susp.—Suspension.

Dated: January 20, 2015.
Edward L. Connor,

Deputy Associate Administrator, Federal
Insurance and Mitigation Administration,
Department of Homeland Security, Federal
Emergency Management Agency.

[FR Doc. 2015-01237 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-12-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 622

[Docket No. 001005281-0369-02]

RIN 0648-XD717

Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Coastal
Migratory Pelagic Resources of the

Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic; Trip
Limit Reduction

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and

Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Temporary rule; trip limit
reduction.

SUMMARY: NMF'S reduces the trip limit
in the hook-and-line component of the
commercial sector for king mackerel in
the southern Florida west coast subzone
to 500 1b (227 kg) of king mackerel per
day in or from the exclusive economic
zone (EEZ). This trip limit reduction is
necessary to protect the king mackerel
resource in the Gulf of Mexico (Gulf).
DATES: This rule is effective 12:01 a.m.,
local time, January 24, 2015, through
June 30, 2015, unless NMFS publishes
a superseding document in the Federal
Register.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Susan Gerhart, NMFS Southeast
Regional Office, telephone: 727—-824—
5305, email: susan.gerhart@noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
fishery for coastal migratory pelagic fish
(king mackerel, Spanish mackerel, and
cobia) is managed under the Fishery

Management Plan for the Coastal
Migratory Pelagic Resources of the Gulf
of Mexico and Atlantic Region (FMP).
The FMP was prepared by the Gulf of
Mexico and South Atlantic Fishery
Management Councils (Councils) and is
implemented under the authority of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act
(Magnuson-Stevens Act) by regulations
at 50 CFR part 622.

The Gulf migratory group king
mackerel is divided into western and
eastern zones. The Gulf’s eastern zone
for king mackerel is further divided into
the Florida west coast northern and
southern subzones that have separate
commercial quotas. The 2014 to 2015
fishing year quota for the hook-and-line
component of the commercial sector in
the southern Florida west coast subzone
is 551,448 1b (250,133 kg) (50 CFR
622.384(b)(1)(i)(B)(1)) (76 FR 82058,
December 29, 2011).

In accordance with 50 CFR
622.385(a)(2)(ii)(B)(2), from the date that
75 percent of the southern Florida west
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coast subzone’s hook-and-line gear
quota has been harvested until a closure
of the subzone’s commercial sector of
the hook-and-line component has been
effected or the fishing year ends, king
mackerel in or from the EEZ may be
possessed on board or landed from a
permitted vessel in amounts not
exceeding 500 lb (227-kg) per day.

NMEF'S has projected t%at 75 percent of
the hook-and-line gear quota for Gulf
group king mackerel from the southern
Florida west coast subzone will be
harvested by January 24, 2015.
Accordingly, a 500-1b (227-kg) trip limit
applies to vessels in the hook-and-line
component of the commercial sector for
king mackerel in or from the EEZ in the
southern Florida west coast subzone
effective 12:01 a.m., local time, January
24, 2015. The 500-1b (227-kg) trip limit
will remain in effect until the
component closes or until the end of the
current fishing year (June 30, 2015),
whichever occurs first.

From November 1 through March 31,
the southern subzone encompasses an
area of the EEZ south of a line extending
due west of the Lee and Collier County,
FL, boundary on the Florida west coast,
and south of a line extending due east
of the Monroe and Miami-Dade County,
FL, boundary on the Florida east coast,
which includes the EEZ off Collier and
Monroe Counties, FL. From April 1
through October 31, the southern
subzone is reduced to the EEZ off
Collier County, and the EEZ off Monroe
County becomes part of the Atlantic
migratory group area.

Classification

The Regional Administrator,
Southeast Region, NMFS, has
determined this temporary rule is
necessary for the conservation and
management of Gulf migratory group
king mackerel and is consistent with the
Magnuson-Stevens Act and other
applicable laws.

This action is taken under 50 CFR
622.385(a)(2)(ii)(B) and 622.385(a)(2)(iii)
and is exempt from review under
Executive Order 12866.

These measures are exempt from the
procedures of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act because the temporary rule is issued
without opportunity for prior notice and
comment.

This action responds to the best
scientific information available. The
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries,
NOAA (AA), finds that the need to
immediately implement this trip limit
reduction for the hook-and-line
component of the commercial sector
constitutes good cause to waive the
requirements to provide prior notice
and opportunity for public comment

pursuant to the authority set forth in 5
U.S.C. 553(b)(B), because prior notice
and opportunity for public comment on
this temporary rule is unnecessary and
contrary to the public interest. Such
procedures are unnecessary because the
commercial trip limit for hook-and-line
gear at 50 CFR 622.385(a)(2)(ii)(B) has
already has been subject to notice and
comment, and all that remains is to
notify the public of the trip limit
reduction. They are contrary to the
public interest because there is a need
to immediately implement this action to
protect the king mackerel resource,
since the capacity of the fishing fleet
allows for rapid harvest of the quota.
Prior notice and opportunity for public
comment on this action would require
time and would potentially result in a
harvest well in excess of the established
quota.

For the aforementioned reasons, the
AA also finds good cause to waive the
30-day delay in effectiveness of this
action under 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3).

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: January 20, 2015.
Emily H. Menashes,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-01151 Filed 1-20-15; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 679
[Docket No. 131021878-4158-02]

RIN 0648-XD725

Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Reallocation of
Pacific Cod in the Bering Sea and
Aleutian Islands Management Area

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Temporary rule; reallocation.

SUMMARY: NMFS is reallocating the
projected unused amount of Pacific cod
from vessels using jig gear to catcher
vessels less than 60 feet (18.3 meters)
length overall using hook-and-line or
pot gear in the Bering Sea and Aleutian
Islands management area. This action is
necessary to allow the A season
apportionment of the 2015 total
allowable catch of Pacific cod to be
harvested.

DATES: Effective January 20, 2015,
through 2400 hours, Alaska local time
(A.l.t.), December 31, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: ]Osh
Keaton, 907-586—7228.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NMFS
manages the groundfish fishery in the
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands (BSAI)
according to the Fishery Management
Plan for Groundfish of the Bering Sea
and Aleutian Islands Management Area
(FMP) prepared by the North Pacific
Fishery Management Council under
authority of the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act. Regulations governing fishing by
U.S. vessels in accordance with the FMP
appear at subpart H of 50 CFR part 600
and 50 CFR part 679.

The A season apportionment of the
2015 Pacific cod total allowable catch
(TAC) specified for vessels using jig gear
in the BSAI is 1,871 metric tons (mt) as
established by the final 2014 and 2015
harvest specifications for groundfish in
the BSAI (79 FR 12108, March 4, 2014)
and inseason adjustment (80 FR 188,
January 5, 2015).

The 2015 Pacific cod total allowable
catch (TAC) allocated to catcher vessels
less than 60 feet (18.3 m) LOA using
hook-and-line or pot gear in the BSAI is
4,438 mt as established by the final 2014
and 2015 harvest specifications for
groundfish in the BSAI (79 FR 12108,
March 4, 2014), inseason adjustment (80
FR 188, January 5, 2015),

The Administrator, Alaska Region,
NMFS, (Regional Administrator) has
determined that jig vessels will not be
able to harvest 1,700 mt of the A season
apportionment of the 2015 Pacific cod
TAC allocated to those vessels under
§679.20(a)(7)(ii)(A)(1). Therefore, in
accordance with §679.20(a)(7)(iv)(C),
NMEFS apportions 1,700 mt of Pacific
cod from the A season jig gear
apportionment to the annual amount
specified for catcher vessels less than 60
feet (18.3 meters(m)) length overall
(LOA) using hook-and-line or pot gear.

The harvest specifications for Pacific
cod included in the final 2014 and 2015
harvest specifications for groundfish in
the BSAI (79 FR 12108, March 4, 2014)
and inseason adjustment (80 FR 188,
January 5, 2015) are revised as follows:
171 mt to the A season apportionment
and 1,418 mt to the annual amount for
vessels using jig gear, and 6,138 mt to
catcher vessels less than 60 feet (18.3 m)
LOA using hook-and-line or pot gear.

Classification

This action responds to the best
available information recently obtained
from the fishery. The Assistant
Administrator for Fisheries, NOAA
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(AA), finds good cause to waive the
requirement to provide prior notice and
opportunity for public comment
pursuant to the authority set forth at 5
U.S.C. 553(b)(B) as such requirement is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest. This requirement is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest as it would prevent NMFS from
responding to the most recent fisheries
data in a timely fashion and would
delay the reallocation of Pacific cod
specified from jig vessels to catcher
vessels less than 60 feet (18.3 m) LOA
using hook-and-line or pot gear. Since
the fishery is currently open, it is

important to immediately inform the
industry as to the revised allocations.
Immediate notification is necessary to
allow for the orderly conduct and
efficient operation of this fishery, to
allow the industry to plan for the fishing
season, and to avoid potential
disruption to the fishing fleet as well as
processors. NMFS was unable to
publish a notice providing time for
public comment because the most
recent, relevant data only became
available as of January 15, 2015.

The AA also finds good cause to
waive the 30-day delay in the effective
date of this action under 5 U.S.C.

553(d)(3). This finding is based upon

the reasons provided above for waiver of
prior notice and opportunity for public
comment.

This action is required by § 679.20
and is exempt from review under
Executive Order 12866.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.

Dated: January 16, 2015.
Emily H. Menashes,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-01081 Filed 1-20-15; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the proposed
issuance of rules and regulations. The
purpose of these notices is to give interested
persons an opportunity to participate in the
rule making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2015-0074; Directorate
Identifier 2014-NM-138—-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier,
Inc. Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Bombardier, Inc. Model CL-600-2E25
(Regional Jet Series 1000) airplanes.
This proposed AD was prompted by a
determination that without an effective
maintenance task to maintain the
airplane’s inherent level of safety, there
is a potential that a dormant failure of
the alternate release system of the
landing gear could occur. This proposed
AD would require revising the
maintenance or inspection program, as
applicable, to incorporate a
maintenance task for an operational
check of the electro-mechanical actuator
(EMA) and release mechanism of the
alternate extension system (AES) for the
nose landing gear (NLG) and main
landing gear (MLG). We are proposing
this AD to prevent failure of the
alternate release system of the landing
gear, which could prevent the landing
gear from extending during a failure of
the normal landing gear extension
system.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax: 202—-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

¢ Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Bombardier,
Inc., 400 Cote-Vertu Road West, Dorval,
Québec H4S 1Y9, Canada; telephone
514-855-5000; fax 514—-855-7401; email
thd.crj@aero.bombardier.com; Internet
http://www.bombardier.com. You may
view this referenced service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2015—
0074; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Cesar Gomez, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe and Mechanical Systems
Branch, ANE-171, FAA, New York
Aircraft Certification Office, 1600
Stewart Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury,
NY 11590; telephone 516-228-7318; fax
516-794-5531.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2015-0074; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-138-AD" at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite

comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA), which is the aviation authority
for Canada, has issued Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF—2014—16,
dated June 11, 2014 (referred to after
this as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or “the
MCAI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for certain Bombardier, Inc. Model CL—
600—2E25 (Regional Jet Series 1000)
airplanes. The MCAI states:

During a design review, an error was
identified which led to the development of
a new certification maintenance requirement
(CMR) task. Without an effective
maintenance task to maintain the aeroplane’s
inherent level of safety, there is a potential
that a dormant failure of the alternate release
system of the landing gear could occur.
Failure of the landing gear alternate release
system could prevent the landing gear from
extending in the case of a failure of the
normal landing gear extension system.

This [TCCA] AD mandates the
incorporation of a new maintenance task to
ensure operation of the landing gear alternate
extension system.

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2015—
0074.

Related Service Information

Bombardier, Inc. has issued
Temporary Revision (TR) ALI-0472,
dated February 27, 2014, to Section 1—
32, of Part 2, Bombardier Airworthiness
Limitations, of the CR] Series Regional
Jet Maintenance Requirements Manual,
CSP B-053. This service information
describes a maintenance task for an
operational check of the electro-
mechanical actuator and release
mechanism of the alternate extension
system for the nose landing gear and
main landing gear. The actions
described in this service information are


mailto:thd.crj@aero.bombardier.com
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.bombardier.com

Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 15/Friday, January 23, 2015/Proposed Rules

3499

intended to correct the unsafe condition
identified in the MCAL

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of this same
type design.

This AD requires revisions to certain
operator maintenance documents to
include new actions (e.g., inspections).
Compliance with these actions is
required by 14 CFR 91.403(c). For
airplanes that have been previously
modified, altered, or repaired in the
areas addressed by this AD, the operator
may not be able to accomplish the
actions described in the revisions. In
this situation, to comply with 14 CFR
91.403(c), the operator must request
approval for an alternative method of
compliance according to paragraph (i)(1)
of this AD. The request should include
a description of changes to the required
inspections that will ensure the
continued operational safety of the
airplane.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 35 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it would take
about 1 work-hour per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Based on
these figures, we estimate the cost of
this proposed AD on U.S. operators to
be $2,975, or $85 per product.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for

safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “‘significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding

the following new airworthiness

directive (AD):

Bombardier, Inc.: Docket No. FAA—2015—
0074; Directorate Identifier 2014—-NM-—
138—-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by March 9,

2015.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Bombardier, Inc. Model
CL-600—-2E25 (Regional Jet Series 1000)

airplanes, certificated in any category, serial
numbers 19002 and subsequent.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 32, Landing Gear.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a determination
that without an effective maintenance task to
maintain the airplane’s inherent level of
safety, there is a potential that a dormant
failure of the alternate release system of the
landing gear can occur. We are issuing this
AD to prevent failure of the alternate release
system of the landing gear, which could
prevent the landing gear from extending
during a failure of the normal landing gear
extension system.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Revise Maintenance Program

Within 30 days after the effective date of
this AD, revise the maintenance or inspection
program, as applicable, to incorporate Task
32-01-00-101, “‘Operational Check of the
MLG [Main Landing Gear] and NLG [Nose
Landing Gear] AES [Alternate Extension
System] EMA [Electro-mechanical Actuator]
and Release Mechanism (CRJ1000),” for the
operational check of the MLG and NLG AES
EMA and release mechanism, as specified in
Bombardier Temporary Revision (TR) ALI-
0472, dated February 27, 2014, to Section 1—
32 of Part 2, Bombardier Airworthiness
Limitations, of the CR]J Series Regional Jet,
Maintenance Requirements Manual, CSP B—
053. The initial compliance times for the
actions specified in Bombardier TR ALI-
0472, dated February 27, 2014, are at the
applicable time specified in paragraphs (g)(1)
and (g)(2) of this AD.

(1) For airplanes that have accumulated
540 total flight hours or more as of the
effective date of this AD: Within 660 flight
hours after the effective date of this AD.

(2) For airplanes that have accumulated
less than 540 total flight hours as of the
effective date of this AD: Before the
accumulation of 1,200 total flight hours.

(h) No Alternative Actions or Intervals

After accomplishing the revision required
by paragraph (g) of this AD, no alternative
actions (e.g., inspections) or intervals may be
used unless the actions or intervals are
approved as an alternative method of
compliance (AMOC) in accordance with the
procedures specified in paragraph (i)(1) of
this AD.

(i) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), ANE-170, FAA,
has the authority to approve AMOG:s for this
AD, if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR
39.19, send your request to your principal
inspector or local Flight Standards District
Office, as appropriate. If sending information
directly to the ACO, send it to ATTN:
Program Manager, Continuing Operational
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Safety, FAA, New York ACO, 1600 Stewart
Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury, NY 11590;
telephone 516-228-7300; fax 516—794-5531.
Before using any approved AMOC, notify
your appropriate principal inspector, or
lacking a principal inspector, the manager of
the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office. The AMOC
approval letter must specifically reference
this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, New York ACO, ANE-170,
FAA; or the Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA); or Bombardier, Inc.’s TCCA Design
Organization Approval (DAQ). If approved by
the DAO, the approval must include the
DAO-authorized signature.

(j) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF—2014-16, dated
June 11, 2014, for related information. This
MCAI may be found in the AD docket on the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No. FAA—
2015-0074.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Bombardier, Inc., 400 Cote-
Vertu Road West, Dorval, Québec H4S 1Y9,
Canada; telephone 514-855-5000; fax 514—
855-7401; email thd.crj@
aero.bombardier.com; Internet http://
www.bombardier.com. You may view this
service information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA, call
425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
14, 2015.
John P. Piccola, Jr.,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-00960 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2014-1048; Directorate
Identifier 2014—NM-055—-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Fokker
Services B.V. Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for all
Fokker Services B.V. Model F.28 Mark
0070 and 0100 airplanes. This proposed

AD was prompted by reports that cracks
can occur in a frame of the tail section
on certain airplanes. This proposed AD
would require a one-time detailed
inspection of the oblique frame 67-2 for
any cracking, and repair if necessary.
We are proposing this AD to detect and
correct such cracking, which could lead
to failure of the oblique frame 67-2, and
consequent loss of the structural
integrity of the tail section.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202—-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Fokker
Services B.V., Technical Services Dept.,
P.0O. Box 1357, 2130 EL Hoofddorp, the
Netherlands; telephone +31 (0)88-6280—
350; fax +31 (0)88—-6280—111; email
technicalservices@fokker.com; Internet
http://www.myfokkerfleet.com. You may
view this referenced service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1048; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tom
Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,

Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton,
Washington WA 98057-3356; telephone
(425) 227-1137; fax (425) 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2014-1048; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-055—AD"’ at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Union, has issued EASA Airworthiness
Directive 2014-0039, dated February 20,
2014 (referred to after this as the
Mandatory Continuing Airworthiness
Information, or ‘“the MCAI”), to correct
an unsafe condition for all Fokker
Services B.V. Model F.28 Mark 0070
and 0100 airplanes. The MCAI states:

Service experience has shown that cracks
can occur in oblique frame 67-2 in the tail
section on aeroplanes with more than 29 000
flight cycles (FC).

This condition, if not detected and
corrected, can result in an exponential crack
growth rate, possibly leading to failure of the
oblique frame 67-2 over a certain length and
consequent loss of the structural integrity of
the tail section of the aeroplane.

For the reasons described above, this
[EASA] AD requires a one-time [detailed]
inspection of the oblique frame 67-2 for
cracks and, depending on findings,
accomplishment of a repair.

Repetitive inspections are planned to be
incorporated into a revision of Fokker
Services Report SE-623, which is part of the
Airworthiness Limitations Section of the
Instructions for Continued Airworthiness, for
which a separate [EASA] AD is expected to
be published.

Fokker Services All Operators Message
AOF100.187#02 provides additional
information concerning the subject addressed
by this [EASA] AD.

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
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and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1048.

Related Service Information

Fokker Services B.V. has issued
Service Bulletin SBF100-53—-124, dated
January 23, 2014; and Service Bulletin
SBF100-53-125, Revision 1, dated
February 13, 2014. The service
information describes procedures for a
one-time detailed inspection of the
oblique frame 67-2 for any cracking,
and repair if necessary. The actions
described in this service information are
intended to correct the unsafe condition
identified in the MCAL

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of these same
type designs.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 8 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it would take
about 1 work-hour per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Based on
these figures, we estimate the cost of
this proposed AD on U.S. operators to
be $680, or $85 per product.

In addition, we estimate that any
necessary follow-on actions would take
about 12 work-hours and require parts
costing $0, for a cost of $1,020 per
product. We have no way of
determining the number of aircraft that
might need this action.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. ““Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “‘Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations

for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “‘significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “‘significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]
m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding

the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Fokker Services B.V.: Docket No. FAA—
2014—1048; Directorate Identifier 2014—
NM-055-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by March 9,
2015.

(b) Affected ADs
None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Fokker Services B.V.
Model F.28 Mark 0070 and 0100 airplanes,

certificated in any category, all serial
numbers.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 53, Fuselage.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by reports that
cracks can occur in oblique frame 67-2 in the
tail section on certain airplanes. We are
issuing this AD to detect and correct such
cracking, which could lead to failure of the
oblique frame 67-2, and consequent loss of
the structural integrity of the tail section.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Inspection and Repair

For airplanes that have accumulated more
than 29,000 total flight cycles since the
airplane’s first flight as of the effective date
of this AD: Within 500 flight cycles or 12
months after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs first, do a one-time
detailed inspection of the oblique frame 67—
2 for any cracking, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Fokker
Service Bulletin SBF100-53-124, dated
January 23, 2014. For the purposes of this
AD, a detailed inspection is an intensive
examination of a specific item, installation,
or assembly to detect damage, failure, or
irregularity. Available lighting is normally
supplemented with a direct source of good
lighting at an intensity deemed appropriate.
Inspection aids such as mirror, magnifying
lenses, etc., may be necessary. Surface
cleaning and elaborate procedures may be
required.

(h) Corrective Action

If any cracking is found during the
inspection required by paragraph (g) of this
AD, before further flight, repair the oblique
frame 67-2, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Fokker
Service Bulletin SBF100-53—-125, Revision 1,
dated February 13, 2014.

(i) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOC:s for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the International Branch, send it to ATTN:
Tom Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM—-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, Washington WA
98057-3356; telephone (425) 227-1137; fax
(425) 227-1149. Information may be emailed
to: 9-ANM-116-AMOC-REQUESTS®@faa.gov.
Before using any approved AMOGC, notify
your appropriate principal inspector, or
lacking a principal inspector, the manager of
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the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office. The AMOC
approval letter must specifically reference
this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM-
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
the European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA); or Fokker B.V. Service’s EASA
Design Organization Approval (DOA). If
approved by the DOA, the approval must
include the DOA-authorized signature.

(j) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) European
Aviation Safety Agency Airworthiness
Directive 2014—0039, dated February 20,
2014, for related information. This MCAI
may be found in the AD docket on the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No. FAA—
2014-1048.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Fokker Services B.V.,
Technical Services Dept., P.O. Box 1357,
2130 EL Hoofddorp, the Netherlands;
telephone +31 (0)88-6280-350; fax +31
(0)88—-6280-111; email
technicalservices@fokker.com; Internet
http://www.myfokkerfleet.com. You may
view this service information at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For information
on the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
13, 2015.
John P. Piccola, Jr.,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-00959 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2014-1046; Directorate
Identifier 2014—NM-021-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier,
Inc. Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Bombardier, Inc. Model CL-600-2C10
(Regional Jet Series 700, 701, & 702),
CL-600-2D15 (Regional Jet Series 705),
and CL-600-2D24 (Regional Jet Series
900) airplanes. This proposed AD was

prompted by a determination that no
instructions for continued airworthiness
exist for the nose landing gear (NLG)
alternate extension actuator of the NLG
alternate release system. This proposed
AD would require revising the
maintenance or inspection program, as
applicable, to incorporate a new
airworthiness limitation task for the
NLG alternate extension actuator. We
are proposing this AD to prevent failure
of the NLG alternate release system and,
if the normal NLG extension system also
fails, failure of the NLG to extend, and
consequent damage to the airplane and
injury to occupants.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.
ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202—-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Bombardier,
Inc., 400 Cote-Vertu Road West, Dorval,
Québec H4S 1Y9, Canada; telephone
514—-855-5000; fax 514-855-7401; email
thd.crj@aero.bombardier.com; Internet
http://www.bombardier.com. You may
view this referenced service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1046; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Luke Walker, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe and Mechanical Systems
Branch, ANE 171, FAA, New York
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), 1600
Stewart Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury,
NY 11590; telephone 516-228-7363; fax
516-794-5531.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2014-1046; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-021-AD” at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA), which is the aviation authority
for Canada, has issued Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF—2013—-24R1,
dated December 24, 2013 (referred to
after this as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or ‘“‘the
MCAI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for certain Bombardier, Inc. Model CL—
600—2C10 (Regional Jet Series 700, 701,
& 702), CL-600-2D15 (Regional Jet
Series 705), and CL-600-2D24 (Regional
Jet Series 900) airplanes. The MCAI
states:

It was discovered that there are no
instructions for continued airworthiness for
the Nose Landing Gear (NLG) alternate
extension actuator. Without an effective
maintenance task to maintain the aeroplane’s
inherent level of safety, there is a potential
that a dormant failure of the alternate release
system of the NLG could occur. Failure of the
NLG alternate release system could prevent
the nose landing gear from extending in the
case of a failure of the normal NLG extension
system.

This [TCCA] AD is to mandate the
incorporation of a new maintenance task to
prevent failure of the NLG alternate release
system.

Revision 1 of this [TCCA] AD changes the
phase-in time to be based on the NLG manual
release actuators instead of aeroplanes.

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
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and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1046.

Related Service Information

Bombardier has issued Task 320100
225, “Restoration of the NLG Manual
Release Actuator,” of Subject 1-32,
Landing Gear, of Section 1, Systems and
Powerplant Program, Volume 1 of Part
1, Maintenance Review Board Report,
Revision 14, dated July 10, 2013, of the
CRJ 700/900/1000 Maintenance
Requirements Manual, CSP-B-053. This
service information describes an
airworthiness limitation task for the
NLG alternate extension actuator. The
actions described in this service
information are intended to correct the
unsafe condition identified in the
MCALI

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of the same
type design.

This proposed AD requires revisions
to certain operator maintenance
documents to include new inspections.
Compliance with these inspections is
required by section 91.403(c) of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
91.403(c)). For airplanes that have been
previously modified, altered, or repaired
in the areas addressed by these
inspections, an operator might not be
able to accomplish the inspections
described in the revisions. In this
situation, to comply with 14 CFR
91.403(c), the operator must request
approval of an alternative method of
compliance (AMOC) in accordance with
the provisions of paragraph (j)(1) of this
proposed AD. The request should
include a description of changes to the
required inspections that will ensure the
continued damage tolerance of the
affected structure.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 416 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it would take
about 1 work-hour per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Required
parts would cost about $0 per product.

Based on these figures, we estimate the
cost of this proposed AD on U.S.
operators to be $35,360, or $85 per
product.

In addition, we estimate that any
necessary follow-on actions would take
about 1 work-hour and require parts
costing $0, for a cost of $85 per product.
We have no way of determining the
number of aircraft that might need this
action.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. ““Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in ““Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “‘significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Bombardier, Inc.: Docket No. FAA-2014—
1046; Directorate Identifier 2014-NM—
021-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by March 9,
2015.

(b) Affected ADs

None.

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to the airplanes identified
in paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2) of this AD,
certificated in any category.

(1) Bombardier, Inc. Model CL-600-2C10
(Regional Jet Series 700, 701, & 702)
airplanes, serial number (S/N) 10002 and
subsequent.

(2) Bombardier, Inc. Model CL-600-2D15
(Regional Jet Series 705), and CL-600—2D24
(Regional Jet Series 900) airplanes, S/N 15001
and subsequent.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 32, Landing Gear.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a determination
that no instructions for continued
airworthiness exist for the nose landing gear
(NLG) alternate extension actuator of the
NLG alternate release system. We are issuing
this AD to prevent failure of the NLG
alternate release system and, if the normal
NLG extension system also fails, failure of
the NLG to extend, and consequent damage
to the airplane and injury to occupants.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Maintenance or Inspection Program
Revision

Within 30 days after the effective date of
this AD, revise the maintenance or inspection
program, as applicable, to incorporate the
information specified in Task 320100-225,
“Restoration of the NLG Manual Release
Actuator,” of Subject 1-32, Landing Gear, of
Section 1, Systems and Powerplant Program,
Volume 1 of Part 1, Maintenance Review
Board Report, Revision 14, dated July 10,
2013, of the CRJ 700/900/1000 Maintenance
Requirements Manual, CSP-B—053. The
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initial compliance time for the task is
specified in paragraph (h) of this AD.

(h) Initial Task Compliance Time

Before the accumulation of 20,000 total
flight cycles, or within 5,500 flight cycles
after the effective date of this AD, whichever
occurs first: Perform the initial restoration
specified in Task 320100-225, “Restoration
of the NLG Manual Release Actuator,” of
Subject 1-32, Landing Gear, of Section 1,
Systems and Powerplant Program, Volume 1
of Part 1, Maintenance Review Board Report,
Revision 14, dated July 10, 2013, of the CR]
700/900/1000 Maintenance Requirements
Manual, CSP-B-053.

(i) No Alternative Actions and Intervals

After accomplishing the revision required
by paragraph (g) of this AD, no alternative
actions (e.g., inspections) or intervals may be
used unless the actions or intervals are
approved as an alternative method of
compliance (AMOC) in accordance with the
procedures specified in paragraph (j)(1) of
this AD.

(j) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), ANE-170, FAA,
has the authority to approve AMOG:s for this
AD, if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR
39.19, send your request to your principal
inspector or local Flight Standards District
Office, as appropriate. If sending information
directly to the ACO, send it to Program
Manager, Continuing Operational Safety,
FAA, New York ACO, 1600 Stewart Avenue,
Suite 410, Westbury, NY 11590; telephone
(516) 228-7300; fax (516) 794-5531. Before
using any approved AMOGC, notify your
appropriate principal inspector, or lacking a
principal inspector, the manager of the local
flight standards district office/certificate
holding district office. The AMOC approval
letter must specifically reference this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, New York ACO, ANE-170,
Engine and Propeller Directorate, FAA; or
Transport Canada Civil Aviation (TCCA); or
Bombardier, Inc.’s TCCA Design Approval
Organization (DAQ). If approved by the DAO,
the approval must include the DAO-
authorized signature.

(k) Related Information

(1) Refer to MCAI Canadian Airworthiness
Directive CF—2013-24R1, dated December 24,
2013, for related information. This MCAI
may be found in the AD docket on the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No. FAA—
2014-1046.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Bombardier, Inc., 400 Cote-
Vertu Road West, Dorval, Québec H4S 1Y9,
Canada; telephone 514-855-5000; fax 514—
855-7401; email thd.crj@
aero.bombardier.com; Internet http://
www.bombardier.com. You may view this

service information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA, call
425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
13, 2015.
John P. Piccola,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015—00944 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2014-1050; Directorate
Identifier 2014-NM-123-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier,
Inc. Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Bombardier, Inc. Model DHC-8-400
series airplanes. This proposed AD was
prompted by an in-service report of an
uncommanded and unannunciated nose
wheel steering during airplane
pushback from the gate. This proposed
AD would require installing new cable
assemblies with a pull-down resistor.
We are proposing this AD to prevent an
uncommanded nose wheel steering
during takeoff or landing in the event of
an open circuit in the steering system,
and possible consequent runway
excursion.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.
ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax: 202—493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Bombardier,
Inc., Q-Series Technical Help Desk, 123
Garratt Boulevard, Toronto, Ontario
M3K 1Y5, Canada; telephone 416-375—
4000; fax 416—375-4539; email
thd.qseries@aero.bombardier.com;
Internet http://www.bombardier.com.
You may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1050; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Assata Dessaline, Aerospace Engineer,
Avionics and Services Branch, ANE—
172, FAA, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), 1600 Stewart
Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury, NY
11590; telephone (516) 228-7301; fax
(516) 794-5531.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2014-1050; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-123-AD” at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA), which is the aviation authority
for Canada, has issued Canadian
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Airworthiness Directive CF—2013-38,
dated November 28, 2013 (referred to
after this as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or “the
MCAI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for certain Bombardier, Inc. Model
DHC-8-400, —401, and —402 series
airplanes. The MCAI states:

There has been one in-service report of an
un-commanded and un-annunciated nose
wheel steering during aeroplane push-back
from the gate. The investigation revealed that
a design deficiency exists within the steering
control unit (SCU) where an open circuit may
not be adequately detected and annunciated
to the flight crew. A sustained open circuit
could result in an un-commanded and un-
annunciated nose wheel steering input.

Un-commanded nose wheel steering
during takeoff or landing may lead to a
runway excursion.

This [Canadian] AD mandates the
installation of new cable assemblies, with a
pull-down resistor, to ensure that the nose
wheel steering system reverts to fail-safe free
castor mode in the event of an open circuit
in the steering system.

You may examine the MCAI in the AD
docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1050.

Related Service Information

Bombardier, Inc. has issued Service
Bulletin 84-32-122, Revision A, dated
October 4, 2013. This service
information describes procedures for
incorporating Bombardier Modsum 4—
126585 to install new cable assemblies
with a pull-down resistor to the pilot
hand control and rudder pedal
potentiometer of the nose wheel steering
control unit. The actions described in
this service information are intended to
correct the unsafe condition identified
in the MCAL

FAA'’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of the same
type design.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 81 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it would take
about 6 work-hours per product to

comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Required
parts would cost about $2,541 per
product. Based on these figures, we
estimate the cost of this proposed AD on
U.S. operators to be $247,131, or $3,051
per product.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule”” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,

the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701,

§39.13 [Amended]
m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding

the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Bombardier, Inc.: Docket No. FAA-2014—
1050; Directorate Identifier 2014-NM—
123-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by March 9,
2015.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Bombardier, Inc. Model
DHC-8-400, —401, and —402 series airplanes,

certificated in any category, serial numbers
4001 through 4448 inclusive.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 32, Landing gear.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by an in-service
report of an uncommanded and
unannunciated nose wheel steering during
airplane pushback from the gate. We are
issuing this AD to prevent an uncommanded
nose wheel steering during takeoff or landing
in the event of an open circuit in the steering
system, and possible consequent runway
excursion.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Incorporate Bombardier Modification
Summary (Modsum) 4-126585

Within 2,000 flight cycles or 12 months
after the effective date of this AD, whichever
occurs first: Incorporate Bombardier Modsum
4-126585 to install new cable assemblies,
with a pull-down resistor, in accordance with
the Accomplishment Instructions of
Bombardier Service Bulletin 84-32-122,
Revision A, dated October 4, 2013.

(h) Credit for Previous Actions

This paragraph provides credit for actions
required by paragraph (g) of this AD, if those
actions were performed before the effective
date of this AD using Bombardier Service
Bulletin 84-32-122, dated August 28, 2013.

(i) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), ANE-170, FAA,
has the authority to approve AMOG:s for this
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AD, if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR
39.19, send your request to your principal
inspector or local Flight Standards District
Office, as appropriate. If sending information
directly to the New York ACO, send it to
ATTN: Program Manager, Continuing
Operational Safety, FAA, New York ACO,
1600 Stewart Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury,
NY 11590; telephone 516—-228-7300; fax
516—794-5531. Before using any approved
AMOC, notify your appropriate principal
inspector, or lacking a principal inspector,
the manager of the local flight standards
district office/certificate holding district
office. The AMOC approval letter must
specifically reference this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), ANE-170, FAA;
or the Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA); or Bombardier, Inc., TCCA Design
Approval Organization (DAO). If approved by
the DAO, the approval must include the
DAO-authorized signature.

(j) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF—2013-38, dated
November 28, 2013, for related information.
This MCAI may be found in the AD docket
on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov
by searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2014-1050.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Bombardier, Inc., Q-Series
Technical Help Desk, 123 Garratt Boulevard,
Toronto, Ontario M3K 1Y5, Canada;
telephone 416-375-4000; fax 416—375—-4539;
email thd.gseries@aero.bombardier.com;
Internet http://www.bombardier.com. You
may view this service information at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
13, 2015.
John P. Piccola, Jr.,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-00957 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2014-1052; Directorate
Identifier 2014-NM-140-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; The Boeing
Company Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to supersede
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 2004—13—
02, which applies to certain The Boeing
Company Model 747-100, —200B, and
—200F series airplanes. AD 2004—13-02
currently requires initial and repetitive
inspections to find discrepancies in the
upper and lower skins of the fuselage
lap joints, and repair if necessary. Since
we issued AD 2004-13-02, an
evaluation by the design approval
holder (DAH) indicates that the
longitudinal lap joints are subject to
widespread fatigue damage (WFD), and
that a structural modification at the lap
joint, and post-modification repetitive
inspections of the skin, existing internal
doubler, or splice strap for cracks, and
corrective actions if necessary, are
required to reach the limit of validity
(LOV). This proposed AD would add
post-repair inspections for cracking and
corrosion, and repair if necessary;
structural modification at the lap joints;
and post-modification inspections for
cracking and corrosion, and repair if
necessary. We are proposing this AD to
detect and correct fatigue cracking in
the upper and lower skins of the
fuselage lap joints, which could result
in sudden fracture and failure of a lap
joint and rapid in-flight decompression
of the airplane fuselage.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.
ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

o Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Boeing
Commercial Airplanes, Attention: Data
& Services Management, P.O. Box 3707,
MC 2H-65, Seattle, WA 98124-2207;
telephone 206-544-5000, extension 1;
fax 206-766—5680; Internet https://
www.myboeingfleet.com. You may view
this referenced service information at
the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1052; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Office
(phone: 800-647-5527) is in the
ADDRESSES section. Comments will be
available in the AD docket shortly after
receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Bill
Ashforth, Aerospace Engineer, Airframe
Branch, ANM-120S, FAA, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), 1601
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057—
3356; phone: 425-917-6432; fax: 425—
917-6590; email: Bill. Ashforth@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include ‘“Docket No.
FAA—-2014-1052; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-140—-AD” at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD because of those
comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

Structural fatigue damage is
progressive. It begins as minute cracks,
and those cracks grow under the action
of repeated stresses. This can happen
because of normal operational
conditions and design attributes, or
because of isolated situations or
incidents such as material defects, poor
fabrication quality, or corrosion pits,
dings, or scratches. Fatigue damage can
occur locally, in small areas or
structural design details, or globally.
Global fatigue damage is general
degradation of large areas of structure
with similar structural details and stress
levels. Multiple-site damage is global
damage that occurs in a large structural
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element such as a single rivet line of a
lap splice joining two large skin panels.
Global damage can also occur in
multiple elements such as adjacent
frames or stringers. Multiple-site-
damage and multiple-element-damage
cracks are typically too small initially to
be reliably detected with normal
inspection methods. Without
intervention, these cracks will grow,
and eventually compromise the
structural integrity of the airplane, in a
condition known as widespread fatigue
damage (WFD). As an airplane ages,
WFD will likely occur, and will
certainly occur if the airplane is
operated long enough without any
intervention.

The FAA’s WFD final rule (75 FR
69746, November 15, 2010) became
effective on January 14, 2011. The WFD
rule requires certain actions to prevent
structural failure due to WFD
throughout the operational life of
certain existing transport category
airplanes and all of these airplanes that
will be certificated in the future. For
existing and future airplanes subject to
the WFD rule, the rule requires that
DAHs establish a LOV of the
engineering data that support the
structural maintenance program.
Operators affected by the WFD rule may
not fly an airplane beyond its LOV,
unless an extended LOV is approved.

The WFD rule (75 FR 69746,
November 15, 2010) does not require
identifying and developing maintenance
actions if the DAHs can show that such
actions are not necessary to prevent
WEFD before the airplane reaches the
LOV. Many LOVs, however, do depend
on accomplishment of future
maintenance actions. As stated in the
WEFD rule, any maintenance actions
necessary to reach the LOV will be
mandated by airworthiness directives
through separate rulemaking actions.

In the context of WFD, this action is
necessary to enable DAHs to propose
LOVs that allow operators the longest
operational lives for their airplanes, and
still ensure that WFD will not occur.
This approach allows for an
implementation strategy that provides
flexibility to DAHs in determining the
timing of service information
development (with FAA approval),
while providing operators with certainty
regarding the LOV applicable to their
airplanes.

On June 9, 2004, we issued AD 2004—
13-02, Amendment 39-13682 (69 FR
35237, June 24, 2004), for certain The
Boeing Company Model 747-100,
—200B, and —200F series airplanes. AD
2004—-13-02 requires initial and
repetitive inspections to find
discrepancies in the upper and lower

skins of the fuselage lap joints, and
repair if necessary. AD 2004—13-02
resulted from reports of damage
(corrosion and fatigue cracking) to
certain lap joints on Model 737 series
airplanes. These discrepancies have
been attributed to the manufacturing
process, which includes use of a cold-
bonded adhesive in the lap joint
configuration.

The subject area on certain Model
747-100, —200B, and —200F series
airplanes is manufactured using a
process similar to that used on the
affected Model 737 series airplanes.
Therefore, those Model 747-100, —2008B,
and —200F series airplanes may be
subject to the same unsafe condition
revealed on the Model 737 series
airplanes. We issued AD 2004-13-02 to
detect and correct discrepancies in the
upper and lower skins of the fuselage
lap joints, which could result in sudden
fracture and failure of a lap joint and
rapid in-flight decompression of the
airplane fuselage.

Actions Since AD 2004-13-02,
Amendment 39-13682 (69 FR 35237,
June 24, 2004), Was Issued

Since we issued AD 2004-13-02,
Amendment 39-13682 (69 FR 35237,
June 24, 2004), an evaluation by the
DAH indicates that the longitudinal lap
joints are subject to WFD, and that a
structural modification at the lap joint
and post-modification repetitive
inspections of the skin, existing internal
doubler, or splice strap for cracks, and
corrective actions if necessary, are
required to reach the LOV.

Related Service Information

We reviewed Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 747-53A2463, Revision 2,
dated June 16, 2014. The service
information describes procedures for
inspections and repairs of cracks and
corrosion in the skin at lap joints in the
fuselage. For information on the
procedures and compliance times, see
this service information at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1052.

FAA’s Determination

We are proposing this AD because we
evaluated all the relevant information
and determined the unsafe condition
described previously is likely to exist or
develop in other products of the same
type design.

Proposed AD Requirements

Although this proposed AD does not
explicitly restate the requirements of AD
2004-13-02, Amendment 39-13682 (69
FR 35237, June 24, 2004), this proposed

AD would retain all of the requirements
of AD 2004-13-02. Those requirements
are referenced in the service information
identified previously, which, in turn, is
referenced in paragraphs (g) and (h) of
this proposed AD. This proposed AD
would require accomplishing the
actions specified in the service
information described previously,
except as discussed under ‘“Differences
Between the Proposed AD and the
Service Information.”

The phrase “‘related investigative
actions” might be used in this proposed
AD. “Related investigative actions” are
follow-on actions that: (1) Are related to
the primary actions, and (2) are actions
that further investigate the nature of any
condition found. Related investigative
actions in an AD could include, for
example, inspections.

In addition, the phrase “corrective
actions” might be used in this proposed
AD. “Corrective actions” are actions
that correct or address any condition
found. Corrective actions in an AD
could include, for example, repairs.

Explanation of Changes to AD 2004-13-
02, Amendment 39-13682 (69 FR
35237, June 24, 2004)

AD 2004-13-02, Amendment 39—
13682 (69 FR 35237, June 24, 2004),
allows operators to adjust the flight-
cycle threshold and repetitive interval
by not counting flight cycles with a
cabin pressure differential of 2.0 pounds
per square inch or less. However, this
proposed AD would not allow this
adjustment as of the effective date of
this AD. The number of flight cycles in
which cabin differential pressure is at
2.0 psi or less must be counted when
determining the number of flight cycles
that have occurred on the airplane.

The actions specified in paragraphs
(g) and (h) of this proposed AD are no
longer required for Group 1 airplanes
identified in Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 747-53A2463, Revision 2,
dated June 16, 2014. The only Group 1
airplane, RR201, has been permanently
withdrawn from service and scrapped.

Differences Between This Proposed AD
and the Service Information

Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 747—
53A2463, Revision 2, dated June 16,
2014, specifies to contact the
manufacturer for instructions on how to
repair certain conditions, but this
proposed AD would require repairing
those conditions in one of the following
ways:

¢ In accordance with a method that
we approve; or

e Using data that meet the
certification basis of the airplane, and
that have been approved by the Boeing
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Commercial Airplanes Organization
Designation Authorization (ODA) whom
we have authorized to make those
findings.

Explanation of Compliance Time

The compliance time for the
modification specified in this proposed
AD for addressing WFD was established

to ensure that discrepant structure is
modified before WFD develops in
airplanes. Standard inspection
techniques cannot be relied on to detect
WEFD before it becomes a hazard to
flight. We will not grant any extensions
of the compliance time to complete any
AD-mandated service bulletin related to
WFD without extensive new data that

would substantiate and clearly warrant
such an extension.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 2 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this proposed AD:

ESTIMATED COSTS

Action Labor cost i?)gts Cost per product Cost on U.S. operators
Inspections [actions retained 5,628 work-hours x $85 per $0 | $478,380 per inspection cycle .. | $956,760 per inspection cycle.
from AD 2004-13-02, Amend- hour = $478,380 per inspec-
ment 39-13682 (69 FR 35237, tion cycle.
June 24, 2004).
Modification [new proposed ac- Up to 3,764 work-hours x $85 0| Upto $319,940 ...ccoevevrrirne Up to $639,880.
tion]. per hour = $319,940.
Post-modification/post-repair in- | Up to 3,764 work-hours x $85 0 | Up to $319,940 per inspection | Up to $639,880 per inspection
spections [new proposed ac- per hour = $319,940 per in- cycle. cycle.
tion]. spection cycle.

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide cost
estimates for the on-condition actions
specified in this proposed AD.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
Section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII,
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701,
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We have determined that this
proposed AD would not have federalism
implications under Executive Order
13132. This proposed AD would not
have a substantial direct effect on the
States, on the relationship between the
national Government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that the proposed regulation:

(1) Is not a ““significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a ““significant rule” under
the DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26,
1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation

safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by
removing Airworthiness Directive (AD)
2004-13-02, Amendment 39-13682 (69
FR 35237, June 24, 2004), and adding
the following new AD:

The Boeing Company: Docket No. FAA—

2014-1052; Directorate Identifier 2014—
NM-140-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

The FAA must receive comments on this
AD action by March 9, 2015.

(b) Affected ADs

This AD replaces AD 2004-13-02,
Amendment 39-13682 (69 FR 35237, June
24, 2004).

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to The Boeing Company
Model 747-100, —200B, and —200F series
airplanes, certificated in any category, as
identified in Boeing Alert Service Bulletin

747-53A2463, Revision 2, dated June 16,
2014.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 53, Fuselage.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by an evaluation by
the design approval holder (DAH), which
indicates that the longitudinal lap joints are
subject to widespread fatigue damage (WFD).
We are issuing this AD to detect and correct
fatigue cracking in the upper and lower skins
of the fuselage lap joints, which could result
in sudden fracture and failure of a lap joint
and rapid in-flight decompression of the
airplane fuselage.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Inspections for Corrosion and Corrective
Actions

For airplanes identified as Groups 2
through 14 in Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
747-53A2463, Revision 2, dated June 16,
2014: Except as provided by paragraph (1)(3)
of this AD, at the applicable time specified
in paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 747-53A2463,
Revision 2, dated June 16, 2014, do an
external low frequency eddy current
inspection for corrosion at the upper row of
fasteners in the lap joint, and do all
applicable corrective actions, in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of
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Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 747-53A2463,
Revision 2, dated June 16, 2014, except as
provided by paragraph (1)(1) of this AD. Do
all applicable corrective actions before
further flight. Repeat the inspection at the
upper row of fasteners in the lap joint
thereafter at the applicable intervals specified
in paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 747-53A2463,
Revision 2, dated June 16, 2014, except as
provided by paragraph (1)(3) of this AD.
Accomplishment of a structural modification
in accordance with Part 5 of Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin 747-53A2463, Revision 2,
dated June 16, 2014, except as provided by
paragraph (1)(1) of this AD, terminates the
inspection requirements of this paragraph in
the area of the modification only. The actions
required by paragraph (j) of this AD are still
applicable in the area of the modification.

(h) Inspections for Cracking and Corrective
Actions

For airplanes identified as Groups 2
through 14 in Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
747-53A2463, Revision 2, dated June 16,
2014: Except as provided by paragraph (1)(3)
of this AD, at the applicable time specified
in paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 747-53A2463,
Revision 2, dated June 16, 2014, do an
internal medium frequency eddy current
inspection for skin cracks at the lower row
of fasteners in the lap joint, and do all
applicable corrective actions, in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 747-53A2463,
Revision 2, dated June 16, 2014, except as
provided by paragraph (1)(1) of this AD. Do
all applicable corrective actions before
further flight. Repeat the inspection at the
lower row of fasteners in the lap joint
thereafter at the applicable intervals specified
in paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 747-53A2463,
Revision 2, dated June 16, 2014, except as
provided by paragraph (1)(3) of this AD.
Accomplishment of a structural modification
in accordance with Part 5 of Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin 747-53A2463, Revision 2,
dated June 16, 2014, except as provided by
paragraph (1)(1) of this AD, terminates the
inspection requirements of this paragraph in
the area of the modification only. The actions
required by paragraph (j) of this AD are still
applicable in the area of the modification.

(i) Structural Modification

For airplanes identified as Groups 2
through 14 in Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
747-53A2463, Revision 2, dated June 16,
2014: At the applicable time specified in
paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 747-53A2463,
Revision 2, dated June 16, 2014, except as
provided by paragraph (1)(2) of this AD, do
a structural modification at the lap joints,
and all applicable corrective actions, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
747-53A2463, Revision 2, dated June 16,
2014, except as provided by paragraph (1)(1)
of this AD. Do all applicable corrective
actions before further flight. Accomplishment
of the structural modification required by
this paragraph terminates the inspections

required by paragraphs (g), (h), and (k) of this
AD in the area of the modification only. The
actions required by paragraph (j) of this AD
are still applicable in the area of the
modification.

(j) Post-Modification Inspections and
Corrective Actions

For airplanes on which the actions
required by paragraph (i) of this AD have
been done: At the applicable time specified
in paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 747-53A2463,
Revision 2, dated June 16, 2014, except as
provided by paragraph (1)(2) of this AD, do
an internal high frequency eddy current
(HFEC) inspection for cracks of the skin or
existing internal doublers, and an open-hole
HFEC inspection for splice strap cracks, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
747-53A2463, Revision 2, dated June 16,
2014. If any cracking is found, before further
flight, repair using a method approved in
accordance with the procedures specified in
paragraph (n) of this AD. Repeat the
inspections of the skin, internal doublers,
and splice straps thereafter at the applicable
intervals specified in paragraph 1.E.,
“Compliance,” of Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 747-53A2463, Revision 2, dated
June 16, 2014.

(k) Post-Repair Inspections and Corrective
Actions

For airplanes with any new or existing
external doubler repair accomplished at a lap
joint and the repair doubler length is 40
inches or longer: At the applicable time
specified in paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 747-53A2463,
Revision 2, dated June 16, 2014, except as
provided by paragraph (1)(2) of this AD, do
an internal HFEC inspection for cracking or
corrosion of the repairs, and do all applicable
corrective actions, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin 747-53A2463, Revision 2,
dated June 16, 2014, except as provided by
paragraph (1)(1) of this AD. Do all applicable
corrective actions before further flight.
Repeat the inspection of external doubler
repairs accomplished at lap joints thereafter
at the applicable intervals specified in
paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 747-53A2463,
Revision 2, dated June 16, 2014.
Accomplishment of a structural modification
in accordance with Part 5 of Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin 747-53A2463, Revision 2,
dated June 16, 2014, except as provided by
paragraph (1)(1) of this AD, terminates the
inspection requirements of this paragraph in
the area of the modification only. The actions
required by paragraph (j) of this AD are still
applicable in the area of the modification.

(1) Exceptions

(1) If, during any action required by this
AD, Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 747—
53A2463, Revision 2, dated June 16, 2014,
specifies to contact Boeing for an inspection
or modification procedure, or repair
instructions: Before further flight, do the
inspection, or modification, or repair using a
method approved in accordance with the

procedures specified in paragraph (n) of this
AD.

(2) Where Paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 747-53A2463,
Revision 2, dated June 16, 2014, specifies a
compliance time “after the Revision 2 date of
this service bulletin,” this AD requires
compliance within the specified compliance
time after the effective date of this AD.

(3) For the compliance threshold and
repetitive interval calculations for
inspections required by paragraphs (g) and
(h) of this AD, the provisions specified in
paragraphs (1)(3)(i) and (1)(3)(ii) of this AD
apply regarding differential pressure.

(i) For inspections done before the effective
date of this AD: Flight cycles in which the
cabin differential pressure was at 2.0 pounds
per square inch (psi) or less need not be
counted in the flight-cycle determination,
provided that flight cycles with momentary
spikes in cabin differential pressure above
2.0 psi were included as full pressure flight
cycles. For this provision to apply, all cabin
pressure records must have been maintained
for each airplane. No fleet-averaging of cabin
pressure is allowed.

(ii) For inspections done on or after the
effective date of this AD: All flight cycles
must be counted, regardless of differential
pressure.

(m) Credit for Previous Actions

This paragraph provides credit for actions
required by paragraphs (g) and (h) of this AD,
if those actions were performed before the
effective date of this AD using the service
information identified in paragraph (m)(1) or
(m)(2) of this AD.

(1) Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 747—
53A2463, dated March 7, 2002, including
Appendices A, B, and C, dated March 7,
2002, which was incorporated by reference in
AD 2004-13-02, Amendment 39-13682 (69
FR 35237, June 24, 2004).

(2) Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 747—
53A2463, Revision 1, dated April 16, 2009,
which is not incorporated by reference in this
AD.

(n) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Seattle Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), FAA, has the
authority to approve AMOGC:s for this AD, if
requested using the procedures found in 14
CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19,
send your request to your principal inspector
or local Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the ACO, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (0)(1) of this AD. Information may
be emailed to: 9-ANM-Seattle-ACO-AMOC-
Requests@faa.gov.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(3) An AMOC that provides an acceptable
level of safety may be used for any repair
required by this AD, if it is approved by the
Boeing Commercial Airplanes Organization
Designation Authorization (ODA) that has
been authorized by the Manager, Seattle
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ACO, to make those findings. For a repair
method to be approved, the repair must meet
the certification basis of the airplane, and the
approval must specifically refer to this AD.

(4) AMOCs approved for AD 2004-13-02,
Amendment 39-13682 (69 FR 35237, June
24, 2004), are approved as AMOCs for the
corresponding provisions of paragraphs (g)
and (h) of this AD.

(o) Related Information

(1) For more information about this AD,
contact Bill Ashforth, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe Branch, ANM-120S, FAA, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
phone: 425-917-6432; fax: 425—-917-6590;
email: Bill. Ashforth@faa.gov.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Boeing Commercial
Airplanes, Attention: Data & Services
Management, P.O. Box 3707, MC 2H-65,
Seattle, WA 98124-2207; telephone 206—
544-5000, extension 1; fax 206—766—5680;
Internet https://www.myboeingfleet.com. You
may view this referenced service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
14, 2015.
John P. Piccola, Jr.,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-00955 Filed 1-22—-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2014-1043; Directorate
Identifier 2013-NM-079-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for all
Airbus Model A330-200, A330-200
Freighter, and A330-300 series
airplanes; and Model A340-200 and
A340-300 series airplanes. This
proposed AD was prompted by reports
of cracked support strut body ends at a
certain frame location of the trimmable
horizontal stabilizer (THS). This
proposed AD would require repetitive
inspections for cracking of the strut
ends of the THS support located at a
certain frame in the tail cone, and
replacement if necessary; and

reinstallation or installation of
reinforcing clamps on certain strut ends.
We are proposing this AD to detect and
correct cracked support strut body ends
of the THS, which could lead to the loss
of all four THS support struts and which
would make the remaining structure
unable to carry limit loads, resulting in
the loss of the horizontal tail plane.
DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

¢ Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax: 202—493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Airbus SAS,
Airworthiness Office—EAL, 1 Rond
Point Maurice Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac
Cedex, France; telephone +33 5 61 93 36
96; fax +33 5 61 93 45 80; email
airworthiness.A330-A340@airbus.com;
Internet http://www.airbus.com. You
may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1043; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Vladimir Ulyanov, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA

98057-3356; telephone 425-227-1138;
fax 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include ‘“Docket No.
FAA—-2014-1043; Directorate Identifier
2013-NM-079-AD" at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Union, has issued EASA Airworthiness
Directive 2014—0068, dated March 18,
2014 (referred to after this as the
Mandatory Continuing Airworthiness
Information, or “the MCAI"’), to correct
an unsafe condition on all Airbus Model
A330-200, A330-200 Freighter, and
A330-300 series airplanes; and Model
A340-200 and A340-300 series
airplanes. The MCAI states:

During scheduled maintenance on A330
aeroplanes, several Trimmable Horizontal
Stabilizer (THS) support struts at frame (FR)
91 were found cracked at strut body ends.

The THS is supported and articulated at FR
91 by four struts to fix the hinges (Y-bolts)
and keep the structural integrity in lateral
direction.

Analysis revealed that cracks can reduce
ability of the support struts to carry specified
tension loads.

This condition, if not detected and
corrected, could lead to the loss of all four
THS support struts at FR91, which would
make the remaining structure unable to carry
limit loads, resulting in the loss of Horizontal
Tail Plane.

A340-500/600 aeroplanes are not affected
by this [EASA] AD as different material is
used on THS support struts.

To address this potentially unsafe
condition, EASA issued AD 2013-0076
[http://ad.easa.europa.eu/blob/easa_ad_

2013 0076 superseded.pdf/AD-2013-0076 1]
to require repetitive special detailed
inspections [high frequency eddy current
(HFEQ) inspections for cracking] of all 8 strut
ends of the THS support located at FR91 in
the tail cone and, depending on findings,
replacement of THS support struts. That


http://ad.easa.europa.eu/blob/easa_ad_2013_0076_superseded.pdf/AD-2013-0076_1
http://ad.easa.europa.eu/blob/easa_ad_2013_0076_superseded.pdf/AD-2013-0076_1
mailto:airworthiness.A330-A340@airbus.com
https://www.myboeingfleet.com
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
mailto:Bill.Ashforth@faa.gov
http://www.airbus.com

Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 15/Friday, January 23, 2015/Proposed Rules

3511

[EASA] AD also required, for aeroplanes on
which Airbus Modification 203493 had not
been embodied in production, or Airbus
Service Bulletin (SB) A330-53—3204 or SB
A340-53-4199, as applicable, has not been
embodied in service, the installation of a
clamping device on each support strut end to
stop growth of possible cracks (crack stopper
function) in order to secure integrity of the
struts.

Since issuance of EASA AD 2013-0076, it
has been discovered that several aeroplanes
are fitted with another strut configuration
(SARMA Strut) [Societé Anonyme de
Recherche Mécanique Appliquée] than the
TAC (Technical Airborne Components
Industries) strut, which caused the other strut
not to be considered. Consequently, Airbus
revised Airbus SB A330-53-3206 and SB
A340-53-4208, accordingly in order to add
a one-time [HFEC] inspection [for cracking]
for SARMA struts and in case of finding to
replace it with a TAC strut and thereafter to
accomplish repetitive inspections and EASA
issued AD 2013-0219 [http://
ad.easa.europa.eu/blob/easa_ad 2013 0219
superseded.pdf/AD-2013-0219 1], which is
superseded, and required accomplishment of
the instructions as specified in the latest
revision of each SB, as applicable.

Since issuance of EASA AD 2013-0219,
based on the reporting received from
operators, it has been determined that
repetitive inspections are also to be
accomplished for aeroplanes equipped with
SARMA strut. Airbus introduced that
inspection in the applicable SB at revision 3.

For the reasons described above, this
[EASA] AD retains the requirements of EASA
AD 2013-0219, which is superseded, and
requires accomplishment of repetitive
[HFEC] inspective inspection [for cracking]
for aeroplanes equipped with SARMA strut.

This [EASA] AD is considered as an
interim action, pending the development of
a terminating action.

You may examine the MCAI in the AD
docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1043.

Related Service Information

Airbus has issued the following
service information:

e Airbus Service Bulletin A330-53—
3206, Revision 03, dated February 28,
2014. This service information describes
procedures for inspections for cracking
of the strut ends of the THS support
located in the airplane tail cone for
Model A330 airplanes.

e Airbus Service Bulletin A340-53—
4208, Revision 03, dated February 28,
2014. This service information describes
procedures for inspections for cracking
of the strut ends of the THS support
located in the airplane tail cone for
Model A340 airplanes.

The actions described in this service
information are intended to correct the
unsafe condition identified in the
MCAL

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of these same
type designs.

Differences Between This Proposed AD
and the MCAI or Service Information

Although EASA Airworthiness
Directive 2014—0068, dated March 18,
2014, Airbus Service Bulletin A330-53—
3206, Revision 03, dated February 28,
2014, and Airbus Service Bulletin
A340-53—4208, Revision 03, dated
February 28, 2014, allow further flight
after certain cracks are found during
compliance with the proposed action,
paragraph (j)(2) of this proposed AD
would require that any cracked THS
support strut be replaced with a new or
serviceable TAC strut before further
flight.

Interim Action

We consider this proposed AD
interim action. If final action is later
identified, we might consider further
rulemaking then.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 84 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it would take
about 9 work-hours per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Based on
these figures, we estimate the cost of
this proposed AD on U.S. operators to
be $64,260, or $765 per product.

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide cost
estimates for the on-condition
replacement specified in this proposed
AD.

We estimate that any necessary
follow-on strut reinforcements would
take about 2 work-hours and require
parts costing $5,680, for a cost of $5,850
per product. We have no way of
determining the number of aircraft that
might need this action.

According to the manufacturer, some
of the costs of this proposed AD may be
covered under warranty, thereby
reducing the cost impact on affected
individuals. We do not control warranty
coverage for affected individuals. As a

result, we have included all costs in our
cost estimate.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. ““Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.”” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:


http://ad.easa.europa.eu/blob/easa_ad_2013_0219_superseded.pdf/AD-2013-0219_1
http://ad.easa.europa.eu/blob/easa_ad_2013_0219_superseded.pdf/AD-2013-0219_1
http://ad.easa.europa.eu/blob/easa_ad_2013_0219_superseded.pdf/AD-2013-0219_1
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
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Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]
m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding

the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Airbus: Docket No. FAA-2014-1043;
Directorate Identifier 2013-NM-079-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by March 9,
2015.

(b) Affected ADs

None.

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to the airplanes identified
in paragraphs (c)(1), (c)(2), and (c)(3) of this
AD, certificated in any category, all
manufacturer serial numbers.

(1) Airbus Model A330-201, —202, —203,
—223, -223F, —243, and —243F airplanes.

(2) Airbus Model A330-301, —302, —303,
-321,-322,-323,-341, —342, and —343
airplanes.

(3) Airbus Model A340-211, -212, —213,
—311, —312, and —313 airplanes.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 53, Fuselage.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by reports of
cracked support strut body ends at a certain
frame location of the trimmable horizontal
stabilizer (THS). We are issuing this AD to
detect and correct cracked support strut body
ends of the THS, which could lead to the loss
of all four THS support struts and which
would make the remaining structure unable
to carry limit loads, resulting in the loss of
the horizontal tail plane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Definition of Strut Types

For the purpose of this AD, a Societé
Anonyme de Recherche Mécanique
Appliquée (SARMA) strut is a strut on which
the diameter of the strut end is lower than
43 millimeters. All other struts are Technical
Airborne Components Industries (TAC)
struts.

(h) Repetitive Inspections of TAC Strut Ends

At the applicable time specified in
paragraph (i) of this AD, do a high frequency
eddy current (HFEC) inspection for cracking
of all TAC strut ends of the THS support
located at frame (FR) 91 in the tail cone, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Airbus Service Bulletin A330—
53-3206, Revision 03, dated February 28,
2014; or Airbus Service Bulletin A340-53—
4208, Revision 03, dated February 28, 2014;
as applicable. Repeat the inspection
thereafter at intervals not to exceed 42
months or 20,000 flight hours, whichever
occurs first. For airplanes on which Airbus
Modification 203493 has been embodied in
production, or Airbus Service Bulletin A330-

53—3204 or Airbus Service Bulletin A340—
53-4199, as applicable, has been embodied
in service, remove the clamp from each strut
end before accomplishing the inspections
required by this paragraph.

(i) Compliance Times for Paragraphs (h) and
(k) of This AD

Do the inspections required by paragraphs
(h) and (k) of this AD at the applicable times
specified in paragraphs (i)(1), (i)(2), and (i)(3)
of this AD.

(1) For Model A330 series airplanes having
manufacturer serial numbers 012 through 209
inclusive, and Model A340 series airplanes
having manufacturer serial numbers 002
through 210 inclusive: Within 6 months after
the effective date of this AD.

(2) For Model A330 series airplanes having
manufacturer serial numbers 211 through 422
inclusive, and Model A340 series airplanes
having manufacturer serial numbers 212
through 447 inclusive: Within 24 months
after the effective date of this AD.

(3) For Model A330 series airplanes having
manufacturer serial numbers 423 and
subsequent, and Model A340 series airplanes
having manufacturer serial numbers 450
through 955 inclusive: Within 36 months
after the effective date of this AD or since the
first flight of the airplane, whichever occurs
later.

(j) Corrective Action for TAC Strut Ends and
Installation of Reinforcing Clamps

(1) If, during any inspection required by
paragraph (h) of this AD, no cracks are found:
Before further flight, reinstall or install, as
applicable, reinforcing clamps on the strut
ends, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Airbus
Service Bulletin A330-53—-3206, Revision 03,
dated February 28, 2014; or Airbus Service
Bulletin A340-53—-4208, Revision 03, dated
February 28, 2014.

(2) If, during any inspection required by
paragraph (h) of this AD, any crack is found:
Before further flight, replace any affected
strut with a new or serviceable TAC strut and
install reinforcing clamps on the strut end, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Airbus Service Bulletin A330—
53-3206, Revision 03, dated February 28,
2014; or Airbus Service Bulletin A340-53—
4208, Revision 03, dated February 28, 2014;
as applicable.

(k) Repetitive Inspections of SARMA Strut
Ends

At the applicable time specified in
paragraph (i) of this AD, do an HFEC
inspection for cracking of all SARMA strut
ends of the THS support located at FR 91 in
the tail cone, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Airbus
Service Bulletin A330-53—-3206, Revision 03,
dated February 28, 2014; or Airbus Service
Bulletin A340-53-4208, Revision 03, dated
February 28, 2014; as applicable. Repeat the
inspection thereafter at intervals not to
exceed 12 months.

(1) Corrective Action for SARMA Strut Ends

If any crack is found on a strut end during
the inspection required by paragraph (k) of
this AD: Before further flight, replace any
affected SARMA strut with a new or

serviceable TAC strut and install reinforcing
clamps on the strut end, in accordance with
the Accomplishment Instructions of Airbus
Service Bulletin A330-53—-3206, Revision 03,
dated February 28, 2014; or Airbus Service
Bulletin A340-53-4208, Revision 03, dated
February 28, 2014; as applicable.

(m) No Terminating Action

Replacement of THS struts on an airplane
does not constitute terminating action for the
repetitive inspections required by this AD.

(n) No Reporting

Although Airbus Service Bulletin A330-
53-3206, Revision 03, dated February 28,
2014, and Airbus Service Bulletin A340-53—
4208, Revision 03, dated February 28, 2014,
specify to submit certain information to the
manufacturer, this AD does not include that
requirement.

(o) Credit for Previous Actions

This paragraph provides credit for actions
required by paragraphs (g) through (k) of this
AD, if those actions were performed before
the effective date of this AD using any of the
service information identified in paragraphs
(n)(1) through (n)(6) of this AD. This service
information is not incorporated by reference
in this AD.

(1) Airbus Service Bulletin A330-53—3206,
dated February 7, 2013.

(2) Airbus Service Bulletin A330-53—3206,
Revision 01, dated June 10, 2013.

(3) Airbus Service Bulletin A330-53—3206,
Revision 02, dated August 8, 2013.

(4) Airbus Service Bulletin A340-53—-4208,
dated February 7, 2013.

(5) Airbus Service Bulletin A340-53—4208,
Revision 01, dated June 10, 2013.

(6) Airbus Service Bulletin A340-53—4208,
Revision 02, dated August 8, 2013.

(p) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOGCs for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the International Branch, send it to ATTN:
Vladimir Ulyanov, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
telephone 425-227-1138; fax 425-227-1149.
Information may be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-
AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov. Before using
any approved AMOC, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office. The AMOG approval letter
must specifically reference this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM-
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
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the European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA); or Airbus’s EASA Design
Organization Approval (DOA). If approved by
the DOA, the approval must include the
DOA-authorized signature.

(q) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) EASA
Airworthiness Directive 2014—-0068, dated
March 18, 2014, for related information. This
MCAI may be found in the AD docket on the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No. FAA—
2014-1043.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Airbus SAS, Airworthiness
Office—EAL, 1 Rond Point Maurice Bellonte,
31707 Blagnac Cedex, France; telephone +33
561 93 36 96; fax +33 5 61 93 45 80; email
airworthiness.A330-A340@airbus.com;
Internet http://www.airbus.com. You may
view this service information at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For information
on the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
11, 2015.
Jeffrey E. Duven,

Manager, Transport Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-00993 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2015-0076; Directorate
Identifier 2013—NM-246—-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for all
Airbus Model A330-200, A330-200
Freighter, and A330-300 series
airplanes; and Airbus Model A340-200,
A340-300, A340-500, and A340-600
series airplanes. This proposed AD was
prompted by a report that, during a
production flight test, the ram air
turbine (RAT) did not pressurize the
green hydraulic system. For certain
airplanes, this proposed AD would
require identification of the part
number, serial number, and standard of
the RAT pump, RAT module, RAT
actuator, and RAT lower gearbox
assembly; replacement of the balance
weight screw, modification of the

actuator coil spring, modification of the
actuator, an inspection of the anti-stall
valve for correct installation in the RAT
pump housing; and corrective actions if
necessary. For certain other airplanes,
this proposed AD would require re-
identification or replacement of the RAT
module. We are proposing this AD to
prevent loss of the impeller function
and RAT pump pressurization
capability, which, if preceded by a total
engine flame-out, could result in the
loss of control of the airplane.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments by
any of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:(202) 493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For Airbus service information
identified in this proposed AD, contact
Airbus SAS, Airworthiness Office—
EAL, 1 Rond Point Maurice Bellonte,
31707 Blagnac Cedex, France; telephone
+33 5 61 93 36 96; fax +33 5 61 93 45
80; email airworthiness.A330A-340@
airbus.com; Internet http://
www.airbus.com. For Hamilton
Sundstrand service information
identified in this proposed AD, contact
Hamilton Sundstrand, Technical
Publications, Mail Stop 302-9, 4747
Harrison Avenue, P.O. Box 7002,
Rockford, IL 61125-7002; telephone
860—654—3575; fax 860—998-4564; email
tech.solutions@hs.utc.com; Internet
http://www.hamiltonsundstrand.com.
You may view the referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425 227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2015—
0076; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the

regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone (800) 647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Vladimir Ulyanov, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM 116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057-3356; telephone 425-227-1138;
fax 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include ‘“Docket No.
FAA-2015-0076; Directorate Identifier
2013-NM-246-AD" at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Union, has issued EASA Airworthiness
Directive 2013-0274, dated November
15, 2013 (referred to after this as the
Mandatory Continuing Airworthiness
Information, or “the MCAI”’), to correct
an unsafe condition for all Airbus
Model A330-200, A330-200 Freighter,
and A330-300 series airplanes; and
Airbus Model A340-200, A340-300,
A340-500, and A340-600 series
airplanes. The MCAI states:

During a production flight test of an A330—
300 aeroplane, the Ram Air Turbine (RAT)
did not pressurize the green hydraulic
system. Investigation revealed that the
impeller drive (hex) shaft had a reduced
length of engagement with the pump drive
shaft. This caused the impeller drive shaft to
disengage from the pump and disconnect the
impeller. It was determined that the
disconnection was the result of internal hex
dimensions on the pump impeller shaft,
which had been changed in a manufacturing
drawing. From the investigation analysis, it
was possible to identify a list of affected
parts.


mailto:airworthiness.A330A-340@airbus.com
mailto:airworthiness.A330A-340@airbus.com
mailto:airworthiness.A330-A340@airbus.com
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http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
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This condition, if not detected and
corrected, could lead to the loss of impeller
function and RAT pump pressurization
capability, possibly resulting, in case of total
engine flame out, to the loss of control of the
aeroplane.

To address this unsafe condition, a new
design RAT pump shaft has been developed
with a decreased hexagonal shaft housing
depth, which increases the hexagonal drive
shaft engagement in the impeller shaft to
carry the impeller torque. Airbus issued
Service Bulletin (SB) A330-29-3122, SB
A340-29-4093 and SB A340-29-5021 to
provide instructions for in-service
replacement of the affected RAT hydraulic
pumps, or re-identification of the RAT pump
and complete RAT module, as applicable.

For the reasons described above, this
[EASA] AD requires identification and
replacement [modification] or re-
identification of all affected RAT hydraulic
pumps on A330 and A340-200/300
aeroplanes, and replacement [modification]
of all affected RAT modules on A340-500/-
600 aeroplanes.

For affected pumps, the required actions
also include concurrent actions, as
applicable, including replacement of the
balance weight screw, modification of
the actuator coil spring, modification of
the actuator, an inspection of the anti-
stall valve for correct installation in the
RAT pump housing and re-installation
if necessary. For affected pumps,
corrective actions include replacement
of the RAT hydraulic pump, and re-
identification of the part number of the
RAT module. You may examine the
MCALI in the AD docket on the Internet
at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2015-0076.

Related ADs

EASA and the FAA have issued
additional ADs related to the RAT. FAA
AD 2012-21-19, Amendment 39-17235
(77 FR 65812, October 31, 2012), which
corresponds to EASA AD 2011-0197,
dated October 10, 2011, requires an
inspection of the RAT anti-stall valve in
the pump housing for correct setting, re-
identification of the RAT pump,
performing a functional ground test of
the RAT, and replacement of the RAT
pump or the RAT assembly with a
serviceable part if necessary. FAA AD
2012-21-19 is applicable to all Airbus
Model A330-200 freighter series
airplanes; Model A330-200 and -300
series airplanes; and Model A340-200
and -300 series airplanes.

The FAA also issued AD 2012-21-20,
Amendment 39-17236 (77 FR 65799,
October 31, 2012), which corresponds to
EASA AD 2011-0204, dated October 14,
2011. FAA AD 2012—-21-20 requires
identification of the supplier, part
number, and serial number of the RAT
actuator, and re-identification of the

RAT actuator and RAT, or replacement
of the RAT actuator with a serviceable
unit and re-identification of the RAT, if
necessary. FAA AD 2012-21-20 is
applicable to certain Airbus Model
A330-200 freighter series airplanes,
Model A330-200 and —300 series
airplanes, and Model A340-200, —300,
—500, and —600 series airplanes.

Related Service Information

Airbus has issued the following
service information, which describes
procedures for modification of the RAT
pump hex shaft.

e Airbus Service Bulletin A330-29—
3122, dated October 25, 2012 (for Model
A330-200, —200 Freighter, and —300
series airplanes).

e Airbus Service Bulletin A340-29—
4093, dated October 25, 2012 (for Model
A340-200 and —300 series airplanes).

e Airbus Service Bulletin A340-29—
5021, dated October 2, 2012 (for Model
A340-500 and —600 series airplanes.

Hamilton Sundstrand has issued
Service Bulletin ERPS06M—29-19, dated
August 6, 2012, which describes
procedures for checking and replacing
the RAT hydraulic pump.

The actions described in this service
information are intended to correct the
unsafe condition identified in the
MCALI

FAA'’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of the same
type design.

Clarification of Service Information

Airbus Service Bulletin A330—-29—-
3122, dated October 25, 2012 (for Model
A330-200, —200 Freighter, and —300
series airplanes), contains a
typographical error in the vendor
service bulletin reference. The Airbus
service information in some instances
references Hamilton Sundstrand Service
Bulletin “EPRS06M—-29-13,” but the
correct reference is ERPS06M—29-19.
Airbus is aware of the error and plans
to correct it when Service Bulletin
A330-29-3122 is revised.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 66 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it would take
about 14 work-hours per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Based on
these figures, we estimate the cost of
this proposed AD on U.S. operators to
be $78,540, or $1,190 per product.

In addition, we estimate that any
necessary follow-on actions would take
up to 18 work-hours and require parts
costing up to $427,301, for a cost of
$428,831 per product. We have no way
of determining the number of aircraft
that might need this action.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in ““Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, 1
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.
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List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Airbus: Docket No. FAA-2015-0076;
Directorate Identifier 2013-NM-246-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by March 9,
2015.

(b) Affected ADs

This AD affects AD 2012—-21-19,
Amendment 39-17235 (77 FR 65812, October
31, 2012); and AD 2012-21-20, Amendment
39-17236 (77 FR 65799, October 31, 2012).
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to all airplanes identified
in paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2) of this AD,
certificated in any category, all manufacturer
serial numbers.

(1) Airbus Model A330-201, —202, —203,
—-223, -223F, -243, -243F, -301, —302, —303,
-321, -322, -323, —341, —342, and —343
airplanes.

(2) Airbus Model A340-211, -212, 213,
-311, -312, -313, —541, and —642 airplanes.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 29, Hydraulic Power.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report that,
during a production flight test, the ram air
turbine (RAT) did not pressurize the green
hydraulic system. We are issuing this AD to
prevent loss of the impeller function and
RAT pump pressurization capability, which,
if preceded by a total engine flame-out, could
result in the loss of control of the airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Identification of RAT Components

For Airbus Model A330-201, —202, —203,
—-223,-223F, -243, -243F, -301, —302, —303,
-321, -322, -323, —341, —342, and —343
airplanes; and Model A340-211, -212, —213,
—311,-312, and —313 airplanes: Except as
provided by paragraph (i) of this AD, within
36 months after the effective date of this AD,

identify the part number, serial number, and
standard (through the mod-dots) of the RAT
pump, RAT module, RAT actuator, and RAT
lower gearbox assembly, in accordance with
the Accomplishment Instructions of the
applicable Airbus service information
specified in paragraphs (g)(1) and (g)(2) of
this AD. A review of airplane maintenance
records is acceptable in lieu of this
identification if the part number, serial
number, and standard can be conclusively
determined from that review.

(1) For Airbus Model A330-201, —202,
-203, -223, -223F, —243, —243F, —-301, —302,
-303, -321, -322, -323, —341, —342, and —343
airplanes: Airbus Service Bulletin A330-29—
3122, dated October 25, 2012.

(2) For Airbus Model A340-211, -212,
—213,-311, -312, and —313 airplanes: Airbus
Service Bulletin A340-29-4093, dated
October 25, 2012.

(h) Corrective and Concurrent Actions

If the serial number of the RAT hydraulic
pump is included in table 7, “Suspect
Hydraulic Pump Serial Numbers,” of
Hamilton Sundstrand Service Bulletin
ERPS06M-29-19, dated August 6, 2012:
Within 36 months after the effective date of
this AD, do all applicable corrective actions,
in accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of the applicable Airbus service
information specified in paragraphs (g)(1)
and (g)(2) of this AD. Prior to or concurrently
with doing the corrective actions required by
this paragraph, do the actions specified in
paragraphs (h)(1) through (h)(4) of this AD,
in accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Airbus Service Bulletin A330—
29-3122, dated October 25, 2012 (for Model
A330-200, —200 Freighter, and —300 series
airplanes); or Airbus Service Bulletin A340-
29-4093, dated October 25, 2012 (for Airbus
Model A340-211, -212, -213, -311, -312,
and —313 airplanes).

(1) Replace the balance weight screw.

(2) Modify the actuator coil spring.

(3) Modify the actuator.

(4) Do a general visual inspection of the
anti-stall valve for correct installation in the
RAT pump housing, and if any incorrect
installation is found, before further flight,
correctly install the anti-stall valve.

(i) Exception to Service Information
Specifications

Where Airbus Service Bulletin A330-29—
3122, dated October 25, 2012 (for Model
A330-200, —200 Freighter, and —300 series
airplanes), refers to Hamilton Sundstrand
Service Bulletin “EPRS06M—-29-13"" as an
additional source of guidance for doing
certain actions required by paragraph (h) of
this AD, the correct reference should be to
Hamilton Sundstrand Service Bulletin
ERPS06M-29-19.

(j) Re-identification of Part Numbers

If the serial number of the RAT hydraulic
pump is not included in table 7, “Suspect
Hydraulic Pump Serial Numbers,” of
Hamilton Sundstrand Service Bulletin
ERPS06M-29-19, dated August 6, 2012:
Within 36 months after the effective date of
this AD, re-identify the part numbers of the
RAT hydraulic pump and RAT module, in
accordance with the Accomplishment

Instructions of the applicable Airbus service
information specified in paragraphs (g)(1)
and (g)(2) of this AD.

(k) RAT Module Replacement (Modification)

For Airbus Model A340-541 and —642
airplanes having RAT module P/N 772722D,
772722E, 772722F, or 772722G: Within 36
months after the effective date of this AD,
replace (modify) the RAT module, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Airbus Service Bulletin A340-
29-5021, dated October 2, 2012.

(1) Exception to Paragraphs (g), (h), and (j)
of This AD

The actions required by paragraph (g), (h)
and (j) of this AD are not required for
airplanes on which Airbus Modification
202537 was embodied in production,
provided it can be determined that, since the
airplane’s first flight, no RAT hydraulic
pump or RAT module having a part number
identified in paragraph (n) of this AD is
installed on that airplane.

(m) Terminating Action for Certain
Requirements of Other ADs

(1) For Airbus Model A330-201, —202,
—203, -223, —223F, —243, —243F, -301, -302,
-303, —321, —322, —323, —341, —342, and —343
airplanes; and A340-211, -212, -213, -311,
—312, and —313 airplanes: Accomplishment
of the actions required by paragraphs (g), (h),
and (j) of this AD constitutes compliance
with the requirements of paragraphs (g)(1)
and (g)(2) of AD 2012-21-19, Amendment
39-17235 (77 FR 65812, October 31, 2012);
and paragraphs (g)(1) and (g)(2) of AD 2012—
21-20, Amendment 39-17236 (77 FR 65799,
October 31, 2012).

(2) For Airbus Model A340-541 and —642
airplanes: Accomplishment of the actions
required by paragraph (k) of this AD
constitutes compliance with the
requirements of paragraphs (h)(1) and (h)(2)
of AD 2012—-21-20, Amendment 39-17236
(77 FR 65799, October 31, 2012).

(n) Parts Installation Prohibition

(1) For Airbus Model A330-201, —202,
—203, -223, —223F, —243, —243F, -301, -302,
-303, -321, —322, —323, —341, —342, and —343
airplanes; and A340-211, -212, -213, -311,
—312, and —313 airplanes: After modification
of the RAT module as required by paragraph
(h) of this AD, no person may install any
complete RAT module having a part number
(P/N) identified in paragraph (n)(1)(i) of this
AD, or any RAT hydraulic pump having the
part number identified in paragraph (n)(1)(ii)
of this AD, on any airplane.

(i) RAT module P/N 766351, 768084,
770379, 770952, 770952A, 7709528,
1702934, 1702934A, or 1702934B.

(ii) RAT hydraulic pump P/N 5909522
(Parker P/N 4207902).

(2) For Airbus Model A340-541 and —642
airplanes: After modification of the RAT
module as required by paragraph (k) of this
AD, no person may install any complete RAT
module having P/N 772722D, 772722E,
772722F, or 772722G, on any airplane.

(o) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:
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(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOCG:s for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the International Branch, send it to ATTN:
Vladimir Ulyanov, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM 116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
telephone 425-227-1138; fax 425-227-1149.
Information may be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-
AMOC-REQUESTS®@faa.gov. Before using
any approved AMOG, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office. The AMOC approval letter
must specifically reference this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM—
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
the European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA); or Airbus’s EASA Design
Organization Approval (DOA). If approved by
the DOA, the approval must include the
DOA-authorized signature.

(p) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) EASA
Airworthiness Directive 2013-0274, dated
November 15, 2013, for related information.
This MCAI may be found in the AD docket
on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov
by searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2015-0076.

(2) For Airbus service information
identified in this AD, contact Airbus SAS,
Airworthiness Office—EAL, 1 Rond Point
Maurice Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac Cedex,
France; telephone +33 5 61 93 36 96; fax +33
5 61 93 45 80; email airworthiness.A330-
A340@airbus.com; Internet http://
www.airbus.com. For Hamilton Sundstrand
service information identified in this AD,
contact Hamilton Sundstrand, Technical
Publications, Mail Stop 302-9, 4747 Harrison
Avenue, P.O. Box 7002, Rockford, IL 61125—
7002; telephone 860-654—3575; fax 860-998—
4564; email tech.solutions@hs.utc.com;
Internet http://
www.hamiltonsundstrand.com. You may
view the referenced service information at
the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
14, 2015.
John P. Piccola, Jr.,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-00961 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA—-2014-1044; Directorate
Identifier 2014—-NM-148-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Cessna
Aircraft Company Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Cessna Aircraft Company Model 500,
501, 550, 551, S550, 560, and 650
airplanes. This proposed AD was
prompted by reports of smoke and/or
fire in the tailcone caused by sparking
due to excessive wear of the brushes in
the air conditioning (A/C) motor. This
proposed AD would require inspections
to determine if certain A/C compressor
motors are installed and to determine
the accumulated hours on certain A/C
compressor motor assemblies; and
repetitive replacement of the brushes in
the A/C compressor motor assembly, or,
as an option to the brush replacement,
deactivation of the A/C system and
placard installation; and return of
replaced brushes to Cessna. We are
proposing this AD to prevent the
brushes in the A/C motor from wearing
down beyond their limits, which could
result in the rivet in the brush
contacting the commutator, causing
sparks and consequent fire and/or
smoke in the tailcone with no means to
detect or extinguish the fire and/or
smoke.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202—493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Cessna
Aircraft Co., P.O. Box 7706, Wichita, KS

67277; telephone 316-517-6215; fax
316-517-5802; email citationpubs@
cessna.textron.com; Internet https://
www.cessnasupport.com/newlogin.html.
You may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1044; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Office
(phone: 800-647-5527) is in the
ADDRESSES section. Comments will be
available in the AD docket shortly after
receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Craig Henrichsen, Aerospace Engineer,
Electrical Systems and Avionics Branch,
ACE-119W, FAA, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), 1801 Airport
Road, Room 100, Mid-Continent
Airport, Wichita, KS 67209; phone:
316—946-4110; fax: 316-946—4107;
email: Craig.Henrichsen@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposal. Send your comments to
an address listed under the ADDRESSES
section. Include ‘“Docket No. FAA—
2014—1044; Directorate Identifier 2014—
NM-148-AD" at the beginning of your
comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD because of those
comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

We have received reports of smoke/
fire (three reports of fire) in the tailcone
of Cessna Aircraft Company Model 525,
550, and 560 airplanes, where
investigation revealed brushes had worn
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beyond their limits on the part number
(P/N) 1134104-1 A/C compressor
motors. The motor assembly is located
in the airplane tailcone where
flammable fluids in the form of fuel
lines and hydraulics are present. There
is no fire detection or extinguishing
system in the tailcone. We are proposing
this AD to prevent the brushes in the air
conditioning motor from wearing down
beyond their limits, which could result
in the rivet in the brush contacting the
commutator, causing sparks and
consequent fire and/or smoke in the
tailcone with no means to detect or
extinguish the fire and/or smoke.

The subject part, P/N 1134104-1 A/C
compressor motors, might also be
installed on Model 500, 501, 551, S550,
and 650 airplanes. Therefore, those
Model 500, 501, 551, S550, and 650
airplanes might be subject to the unsafe
condition revealed on Model 525, 550,
and 560 airplanes.

Related ADs

AD 2013-09-11, Amendment 39—
17453 (78 FR 32349, May 30, 2013), was
issued for certain Cessna Aircraft
Company Model 500, 501, 550, 551,
S550, 560, 560XL, and 650 airplanes.
AD 2013-09-11 requires inspecting to
determine if certain A/C compressor
motors are installed and to determine
the accumulated hours on certain A/C
compressor motor assemblies; and
repetitive replacement of the brushes in
the A/C compressor motor assembly, or,
as an option to the brush replacement,
deactivation of the A/C system and
placard installation; and return of
replaced brushes to Cessna.

After AD 2013-09-11, Amendment
39-17453 (78 FR 32349, May 30, 2013),
was published the FAA received several
questions asking if AD 2013-09-11 is
applicable to airplanes having an air
conditioning system installed via any of
the following Fort Worth Airworks
supplemental type certificates (STCs):

e SA3849SW (http://rgl.faa.gov/
Regulatory and_Guidance_Library/
rgstc.nsf/0/029C5719AD18E79C86257
C1A0069742C?OpenDocument&
Highlight=sa3849sw);

e SA7580SW (http://rgl.faa.gov/
Regulatory and_Guidance_Library/
rgstc.nsf/0/7C9BOFB7D5923D498
6257C1A0069E2C0?0Open
Document&Highlight=sa7580sw);

e SA7753SW (http://rgl.faa.gov/
Regulatory_and_Guidance_Library/
rgstc.nsf/0/A78233CBB3314BAF862
57C1A0069D128?0OpenDocument&
Highlight=sa7753sw); or

e SA8918SW (http://rgl.faa.gov/
Regulatory and_Guidance_Library/
rgstc.nsf/0/5FAD7ABA3EAA464

C86257C1A0069F2397OpenDocument
&Highlight=sa8918sw).

The A/C compressor motor part
numbers installed via these STCs are the
same as in AD 2013—-09-11, except the
prefix “FWA” has been added to the
part numbers of the A/C compressor
motor installed via the STCs
(FWA1134104-1 or FWA1134104-5).

Based on a discussion between the
FAA and Cessna, we determined that
AD 2013—-09-11, Amendment 39-17453
(78 FR 32349, May 30, 2013), should
also apply to A/C compressor motor
airplanes with P/N FWA1134104—-1 or
P/N FWA1134104-5 installed. Instead
of superseding AD 2013-09-11 to add
these airplanes to the applicability, the
FAA is issuing this new proposed AD
applicable only to airplanes with P/N
FWA1134104—1 or P/N FWA1134104-5
installed.

Cessna Model 560XL airplanes are not
included in the applicability of this
proposed AD because the Fort Worth
Airworks STCs identified previously are
not installed on that airplane model.

AD 2013-08-05, Amendment 39—
17422 (78 FR 24343, April 25, 2013),
addresses the same unsafe condition
that prompted this proposed AD. AD
2013-08-05 is applicable to Cessna
Aircraft Company Model 525 airplanes.
The Fort Worth Airworks STCs
referenced above do not apply to the
Cessna Model 525 airplanes; therefore,
this proposed AD does not affect AD
2013-08-05.

After AD 2013-08-05, Amendment
39-17422 (78 FR 24343, April 25, 2013);
and AD 2013-09-11, Amendment 39—
17453 (78 FR 32349, May 30, 2013);
were published, the FAA determined
that there are some airplanes on which
the air conditioning motor system had
been installed via the Fort Worth
Airworks STCs mentioned previously,
and an A/C compressor hour meter was
not part of the type design. To assist in
future compliance with this proposed
AD, an A/C compressor hour meter may
be installed. The installation can be
done using Cessna Service Letter CIL—
21-02, dated January 23, 2014, or by a
method approved by the FAA.

Related Service Information

We have reviewed the following
service information, which describes
procedures for replacement of life-
limited components including P/N
FWA1134104-1 or FWA1134104-5 A/C
compressor motor brushes.

e Subject 4-11-00, Replacement
Time Limits, of Chapter 4,
Airworthiness Limitations, Revision 6,
dated June 23, 2014, of the Cessna
Model 500/501 Maintenance Manual.

e Subject 4-11-00, Replacement
Time Limits, of Chapter 4,
Airworthiness Limitations, Revision 10,
dated June 23, 2014, of the Cessna
Model 550/551 Maintenance Manual.

e Subject 4-11-00, Replacement
Time Limits, of Chapter 4,
Airworthiness Limitations, Revision 12,
dated June 23, 2014, of the Cessna
Model 550 Bravo Maintenance Manual.

e Subject 4-11-00, Replacement
Time Limits, of Chapter 4,
Airworthiness Limitations, Revision 9,
dated June 23, 2014, of the Cessna
Model S550 Maintenance Manual.

e Subject 4-11-00, Replacement
Time Limits, of Chapter 4,
Airworthiness Limitations, Revision 22,
dated June 23, 2014, of the Cessna
Model 560 Maintenance Manual.

e Subject 4-11-00, Replacement
Time Limits, of Chapter 4,
Airworthiness Limitations, Revision 32,
dated June 23, 2014, of the Cessna
Model 650 Maintenance Manual.

FAA’s Determination

We are proposing this AD because we
evaluated all the relevant information
and determined the unsafe condition
described previously is likely to exist or
develop in other products of these same
type designs.

Proposed AD Requirements

This proposed AD would require an
inspection to determine if certain A/C
compressor motors are installed; an
inspection of the A/C compressor hour
meter for certain A/C compressor
motors to determine the number of
hours accumulated on the motors; and
repetitive replacement of the brushes in
the A/C compressor motor assembly, or
optional deactivation of the A/C system
and installation of a placard prohibiting
use of the A/C system until replacement
of the brushes. This proposed AD would
also require, when the brushes are
replaced, reporting aircraft information
related to the replacement of the
brushes and sending the replaced motor
brushes to Cessna Aircraft Company for
two replacement cycles.

Interim Action

We consider this proposed AD
interim action. The reporting data
required by this proposed AD will
enable us to obtain better insight into
brush wear. The reporting data will also
indicate if the replacement intervals we
established are adequate. After we
analyze the reporting data received, we
might consider further rulemaking.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 333 airplanes of U.S. registry.
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We estimate the following costs to
comply with this proposed AD:

ESTIMATED COSTS—BRUSH REPLACEMENT

Action Labor cost Parts cost Cost per product Cost on U.S. operators
Inspection and replace- 11 work-hours x $85 per hour = $935 $252 | $1,187 per replacement $395,271 per replacement
ment. per replacement cycle. cycle. cycle.
Reporting/return parts ....... 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 per BO | B85 e $4,995 per return (2 re-
return. turns required).

ESTIMATED COSTS—A/C DEACTIVATION

. Cost per

Action Labor cost Parts cost product
Fabrication of placard for A/C deactivation .................. 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 .........cccceevirerinenene $0 $85
Deactivation/reactivation of A/C .......ccccccvvvviceeeviinenne 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 ........ccecvvevveeruneennen. 0 85

Paperwork Reduction Act

A federal agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, nor shall a person be subject
to penalty for failure to comply with a
collection of information subject to the
requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act unless that collection of
information displays a current valid
OMB control number. The control
number for the collection of information
required by this AD is 2120-0056. The
paperwork cost associated with this AD
has been detailed in the Costs of
Compliance section of this document
and includes time for reviewing
instructions, as well as completing and
reviewing the collection of information.
Therefore, all reporting associated with
this AD is mandatory. Comments
concerning the accuracy of this burden
and suggestions for reducing the burden
should be directed to the FAA at 800
Independence Ave. SW., Washington,
DC 20591, ATTN: Information
Collection Clearance Officer, AES—200.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for

safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a “significant rule” under
the DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26,
1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Cessna Aircraft Company: Docket No. FAA-
2014-1044; Directorate Identifier 2014—
NM-148-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by March 9,
2015.

(b) Affected ADs
None.

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to the Cessna Aircraft
Company airplanes, certificated in any
category, identified in table 1 to paragraph (c)
of this AD, that have an air conditioning
system installed via a Fort Worth Airworks
supplemental type certificate (STC)
identified in paragraph (c)(1), (c)(2), (c)(3), or
(c)(4) of this AD.

(1) SA3849SW (http://rgl.faa.gov/
Regulatory_and_Guidance_Library/rgstc.nsf/
0/029C5719AD18E79C86257C1A00697
42C?0OpenDocument&Highlight=sa3849sw).

(2) SA7580SW (http://rgl.faa.gov/
Regulatory_and_Guidance_Library/rgstc.nsf/
0/7C9BOFB7D5923D4986257C1A0069E
2C0?OpenDocument&Highlight=sa7580sw).

(3) SA7753SW (http://rgl.faa.gov/
Regulatory_and_Guidance_Library/rgstc.nsf/
0/A78233CBB3314BAF8
6257C1A0069D1287OpenDocument&
Highlight=sa7753sw).

(4) SA8918SW (http://rgl.faa.gov/
Regulatory and Guidance Library/rgstc.nsf/
0/5FAD7ABA3EAA464C8625
7C1A0069F2397OpenDocument&Highlight=
sa8918sw).
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TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (C) OF THIS AD—AFFECTED AIRPLANE MODELS AND SERIAL NUMBERS

Cessna aircraft company airplane models

Serial Nos. (S/Ns)

Model 500 and 501 airplanes ..........cccccceervveennene

Model 550 and 551 airplanes ..

Model S550 airplanes ..........ccoccvveevveeiecrieeennnen.

Model 560 airplanes
Model 650 airplanes

0001 through 0689 inclusive.

0002 through 0733 inclusive, and 0801 through 1136 inclusive.

0001 through 0160 inclusive.

0001 through 0707 inclusive, and 0751 0751 through 0815 inclusive.
0200 through 0241 inclusive, and 7001 7001 through 7119 inclusive.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America 21, Air Conditioning.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by reports of smoke
and/or fire in the tailcone caused by sparking
due to excessive wear of the brushes in the
air conditioning (A/C) motor. We are issuing
this AD to prevent the brushes in the A/C
motor from wearing down beyond their
limits, which could result in the rivet in the
brush contacting the commutator, causing
sparks and consequent fire and/or smoke in
the tailcone with no means to detect or
extinguish the fire and/or smoke.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Inspection for Part Number (P/N)

Within 30 days or 10 flight hours after the
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs
first: Inspect the A/C compressor motor to
determine whether P/N FWA1134104-1 or P/
N FWA1134104-5 is installed. A review of
airplane maintenance records is acceptable in
lieu of this inspection if the part number of
the A/C compressor motor can be
conclusively determined from that review.

(h) Inspection of Compressor Hour Meter
and Maintenance Records

If, during the inspection required by
paragraph (g) of this AD, any A/C compressor
motor having P/N FWA1134104-1 or P/N
FWA1134104-5 is found: Within 30 days or
10 flight hours after the effective date of this
AD, whichever occurs first, determine the
hour reading on the A/C compressor hour
meter as specified in paragraphs (h)(1) and
(h)(2) of this AD.

(1) Inspect the number of hours
accumulated on the A/C compressor hour
meter.

(2) Check the airplane logbook for any
entry for replacing the A/C compressor motor
brushes with new brushes, or for replacing
the compressor motor or compressor
condenser module assembly (pallet) with a
motor or assembly that has new brushes.

(i) If the logbook contains an entry for
replacement of parts, as specified in
paragraph (h)(2) of this AD, determine the
number of hours accumulated on the A/C
compressor motor brushes by comparing the
number of hours on the compressor motor
since replacement and use this number in
lieu of the number determined in paragraph
(h)(1) of this AD.

(ii) If, through the logbook check, a
determination cannot be made regarding the
number of hours accumulated on the A/C

compressor motor brushes, as specified in
paragraph (h)(2) of this AD, use the number
of hours accumulated on the A/C compressor
hour meter determined in paragraph (h)(1) of
this AD, or presume the brushes have over
500 hours’ time-in-service.

(i) Replacement

Using the hour reading on the A/C
compressor hour meter determined in
paragraph (h) of this AD, replace the A/C
compressor motor brushes with new brushes
at the later of the times specified in
paragraphs (i)(1) and (i)(2) of this AD.
Thereafter, repeat the replacement of the A/
C compressor motor brushes at intervals not
to exceed 500 hours’ time-in-service on the
A/C compressor motor. Do the replacement
in accordance with the applicable Cessna
maintenance manual subject specified in
paragraphs (j)(1) through (j)(6) of this AD.

(1) Before the accumulation of 500 total
hours’ time-in-service on the A/C compressor
motor.

(2) Before further flight after doing the
inspection required in paragraph (h) of this
AD.

(j) Maintenance Manual Information for
Replacement

Use the instructions in the applicable
Cessna maintenance manual subject specified
in paragraphs (j)(1) through (j)(6) of this AD
to do the replacement required by paragraph
(i) of this AD.

(1) Subject 4-11-00, Replacement Time
Limits, of Chapter 4, Airworthiness
Limitations, Revision 6, dated June 23, 2014,
of the Cessna Model 500/501 Maintenance
Manual.

(2) Subject 4-11-00, Replacement Time
Limits, of Chapter 4, Airworthiness
Limitations, Revision 10, dated June 23,
2014, of the Cessna Model 550/551
Maintenance Manual.

(3) Subject 4-11-00, Replacement Time
Limits, of Chapter 4, Airworthiness
Limitations, Revision 12, dated June 23,
2014, of the Cessna Model 550 Bravo
Maintenance Manual.

(4) Subject 4-11-00, Replacement Time
Limits, of Chapter 4, Airworthiness
Limitations, Revision 9, dated June 23, 2014,
of the Cessna Model S550 Maintenance
Manual.

(5) Subject 4-11-00, Replacement Time
Limits, of Chapter 4, Airworthiness
Limitations, Revision 22, dated June 23,
2014, of the Cessna Model 560 Maintenance
Manual.

(6) Subject 4-11-00, Replacement Time
Limits, of Chapter 4, Airworthiness
Limitations, Revision 32, dated June 23,
2014, of the Cessna Model 650 Maintenance
Manual.

(k) Deactivation of the A/C System

In lieu of replacing the A/C compressor
motor brushes as required by this AD,
deactivate the A/C system as specified in
paragraph (k)(1) or (k)(2) of this AD, as
applicable.

(1) For all airplanes except Model 650
airplanes: Pull the vapor cycle A/C circuit
breaker labeled ‘““AIR COND,” do the actions
specified in paragraphs (k)(1)(i) and (k)(1)(ii)
of this AD, and document deactivation of the
system in the airplane logbook, referring to
this AD as the reason for deactivation.

(i) Fabricate a placard that states: “A/C
DISABLED” with Vs-inch black lettering on
a white background.

(ii) Install the placard on the airplane
instrument panel within 6 inches of the A/
C selection switch.

(2) For Model 650 airplanes: Pull the vapor
cycle A/C circuit breaker labeled “FWD
EVAP FAN,” do the actions specified in
paragraphs (k)(1)(i) and (k)(1)(ii) of this AD,
and document deactivation of the system in
the airplane logbook, referring to this AD as
the reason for deactivation.

Note 1 to paragraph (k) of this AD: While
the A/C system is deactivated, it is
recommended that airplane operators remain
aware of the operating temperature
limitations specified in the applicable
airplane flight manual.

(1) Reactivation of the A/C System

If the A/C system is deactivated, as
specified in paragraph (k) of this AD, prior
to the A/C system being reactivated: Perform
the inspection specified in paragraph (h) of
this AD, and do the replacements specified
in paragraph (i) of this AD, at the times
specified in paragraph (i) of this AD. Return
the A/C system to service by doing the
actions specified in paragraph (1)(1) or (1)(2)
of this AD, as applicable.

(1) For all airplanes except Model 650
airplanes: Push in the vapor cycle A/C circuit
breaker labeled “AIR COND,” remove the
placard by the A/C selection switch that
states ““A/C DISABLED,” and document
reactivation of the system in the airplane
logbook.

(2) For Model 650 airplanes: Push in the
vapor cycle A/C circuit breaker labeled
“FWD EVAP FAN,” remove the placard by
the A/C selection switch that states “A/C
DISABLED,” and document reactivation of
the system in the airplane logbook.

(m) Parts Return and Reporting
Requirements

For the first two A/C compressor motor
brush replacement cycles on each airplane,
send the removed brushes to Cessna Aircraft
Company, Cessna Service Parts and
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Programs, 7121 Southwest Boulevard,
Wichita, KS 67215. Provide the brushes and
the information specified in paragraphs
(m)(1) through (m)(6) of this AD within 30
days after the replacement if the replacement
was done on or after the effective date of this
AD, or within 30 days after the effective date
of this AD if the replacement was done before
the effective date of this AD.

(1) The model and serial number of the
airplane.

(2) The part number of the motor.

(3) The part number of the brushes, if
known.

(4) The elapsed time, in motor hours, since
the last brush/motor replacement, if known.

(5) If motor hours are unknown, report the
elapsed airplane flight hours since the last
brush/motor replacement, and indicate that
motor hours are unknown.

(6) The number of motor hours currently
displayed on the pallet hour meter, if
installed.

(n) Parts Installation Limitation

As of the effective date of this AD, no
person may install an A/C compressor motor
having P/N FWA1134104-1 or P/N
FWA1134104-5, unless the inspection
specified in paragraph (h) of this AD is done
before installation, and the replacements
specified in paragraph (i) of this AD are
subsequently done in accordance with the
applicable service information identified in
paragraphs (j)(1) through (j)(6) of this AD at
the times specified in paragraph (i) of this
AD.

(o) Special Flight Permit Limitation

Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) with the following
limitation: Operation of the A/C system is
prohibited.

(p) Paperwork Reduction Act Burden
Statement

A federal agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, nor shall a person be subject to
a penalty for failure to comply with a
collection of information subject to the
requirements of the Paperwork Reduction
Act unless that collection of information
displays a current valid OMB Control
Number. The OMB Control Number for this
information collection is 2120-0056. Public
reporting for this collection of information is
estimated to be approximately 5 minutes per
response, including the time for reviewing
instructions, completing and reviewing the
collection of information. All responses to
this collection of information are mandatory.
Comments concerning the accuracy of this
burden and suggestions for reducing the
burden should be directed to the FAA at: 800
Independence Ave. SW., Washington, DC
20591, Attn: Information Collection
Clearance Officer, AES—200.

(q) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), FAA, has the
authority to approve AMOGC:s for this AD, if
requested using the procedures found in 14

CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19,
send your request to your principal inspector
or local Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the ACO, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (r)(1) of this AD.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(r) Related Information

(1) For more information about this AD,
contact Craig Henrichsen, Aerospace
Engineer, Electrical Systems and Avionics
Branch, ACE-119W, FAA, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), 1801 Airport
Road, Room 100, Mid-Continent Airport,
Wichita, KS 67209; phone: 316 946 4110; fax:
316 946 4107; email: Craig.Henrichsen@
faa.gov.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Cessna Aircraft Co., P.O. Box
7706, Wichita, KS 67277; telephone 316—
517-6215; fax 316-517-5802; email
citationpubs@cessna.textron.com; Internet
https://www.cessnasupport.com/
newlogin.html. You may view this referenced
service information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA, call
425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
11, 2015.
Jeffrey E. Duven,

Manager, Transport Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-00994 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2014-1051; Directorate
Identifier 2014-NM-171-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Airbus Model A319, A320, and A321
series airplanes. This proposed AD was
prompted by reports that on airplanes
equipped with sharklets, discretes (used
to activate the load alleviation function)
are connected on various flight
computers using the same ground point.
In these cases, the ground point
segregation is no longer effective and a

single failure could lead to loss of
sharklet identification by flight
computers causing a return to the wing
tip fence (no sharklet configuration)
performance. This proposed AD would
require modification of the sharklet
ground connection. We are proposing
this AD to prevent loss of sharklet
identification by the flight computers
and subsequent reduced control of the
airplane.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Airbus,
Airworthiness Office-EIAS, 1 Rond
Point Maurice Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac
Cedex, France; telephone +33 5 61 93 36
96; fax +33 5 61 93 44 51; email
account.airworth eas@airbus.com;
Internet http://www.airbus.com. You
may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1051; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sanjay Ralhan, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
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Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057-3356; telephone 425-227-1405;
fax 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include ‘“Docket No.
FAA-2014-1051; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-171-AD” at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Union, has issued EASA Airworthiness
Directive 2014—0186, dated August 19,
2014 (referred to after this as the
Mandatory Continuing Airworthiness
Information, or ‘“the MCAI”), to correct
an unsafe condition for certain Airbus
Model A319, A320, and A321 series
airplanes. The MCAI states:

During A320 Neo review, Airbus design
office identified that on A320 family
aeroplanes equipped with sharklets, discretes
used to activate the load alleviation function
are connected on various flight computers
using the same ground point. In that case, the
ground point segregation is no longer
effective and a single failure could lead to
loss of sharklet identification by the flight
computers, inducing a return to the wing tip
fence (no sharklet configuration) behaviour.

This condition, if not corrected, could lead
to reduced control of the aeroplane,
depending on aeroplane configuration and
flight phase.

It has been determined that Airbus mod
156108 restores the correct segregation.
However, since introduction of sharklet mod
160500 and mod 160023, a number of
aeroplanes equipped with sharklets have
been delivered without incorporating mod
156108. In addition, mod 156108 was not
included in certain SBs [Service Bulletin]
that introduce the sharklet device in service
onto aeroplanes with a reinforced wing,
previously operated with a wing tip fence.
Airbus mod 156108 has now been introduced
into Airbus SB A320-57-1186 at Rev.03 and
will be introduced at next revisions of SB
A320-57-1173 and SB A320-57-1187.

To address this potential unsafe condition,
Airbus published SB A320-27-1240 for in-
service installation of mod 156108.

For the reasons described above, this
[EASA] AD requires modification of the
sharklet ground connection.

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1051.

Related Service Information

Airbus has issued Service Bulletin
A320-27-1240, including Appendix 01,
dated June 18, 2014. The service
information describes procedures for
modification of the sharklet ground
connection. The actions described in
this service information are intended to
correct the unsafe condition identified
in the MCAL

FAA'’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of the same
type design.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 46 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it would take
about 14 work-hours per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Required
parts would cost about $347 per
product. Based on these figures, we
estimate the cost of this proposed AD on
U.S. operators to be $70,702, or $1,537
per product.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in

air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.
Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures

(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Airbus: Docket No. FAA-2014-1051;
Directorate Identifier 2014—-NM-171-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by March 9,
2015.

(b) Affected ADs
None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to the Airbus airplanes,
certificated in any category, identified in
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paragraphs (c)(1), (c)(2), and (c)(3) of this AD,
all manufacturer serial numbers on which
Airbus modification (mod) 160500 or mod
160023 has been embodied in production,
and those that have been modified in service
through the Airbus Service Bulletin A320—
57-1173, A320-57—-1186, and A320-57-1187
except those on which Airbus mod 156108
has been embodied in production.

(1) Model A319-111, -112, -113, —114,
—115,-131, —132, and —133 airplanes.

(2) Model A320-211, -212, —214, —231,
—232, and —233 airplanes.

(3) Model A321-111, -112, -131, —211,
—212,-213, 231, and —232 airplanes.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 27, Flight Controls.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by reports that on
airplanes equipped with sharklets, discretes
(used to activate the load alleviation
function) are connected on various flight
computers using the same ground point. In
these cases, the ground point segregation is
no longer effective and a single failure could
lead to loss of sharklet identification by flight
computers causing a return to the wing tip
fence (no sharklet configuration)
performance. We are issuing this AD to
prevent loss of sharklet identification by the
flight computers and subsequent reduced
control of the airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Modification

Within 24 months after the effective date
of this AD, modify the sharklet ground
connection, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Airbus
Service Bulletin A320-27-1240, dated June
18, 2014.

(h) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOG:s for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the International Branch, send it to ATTN:
Sanjay Ralhan, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM 116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
telephone 425-227-1405; fax 425-227-1149.
Information may be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-
AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov. Before using
any approved AMOG, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office. The AMOG approval letter
must specifically reference this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective

actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM—
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
the European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA); or Airbus’s EASA Design
Organization Approval (DOA). If approved by
the DOA, the approval must include the
DOA-authorized signature.

(i) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) European
Aviation Safety Agency Airworthiness
Directive 2014—0186, dated August 19, 2014,
for related information. This MCAI may be
found in the AD docket on the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014-1051.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Airbus, Airworthiness
Office-EIAS, 1 Rond Point Maurice Bellonte,
31707 Blagnac Cedex, France; telephone +33
561 93 36 96; fax +33 5 61 93 44 51; email
account.airworth-eas@airbus.com; Internet
http://www.airbus.com. You may view this
service information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA, call
425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
13, 2015.
John P. Piccola,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015—00945 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2014-1049; Directorate
Identifier 2013—-NM-110-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier,
Inc., Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Bombardier, Inc. Model CL-600-2B19
(Regional Jet Series 100 & 440)
airplanes. This proposed AD was
prompted by reports of the horizontal
stabilizer trim actuator (HSTA) spur
gear bolts inside the gearbox found
loose, broken, or backed out due to
incorrect bending of the anti-rotation tab
washer and the improper application of
glue during installation. This proposed
AD would require replacing certain
HSTAs with a new HSTA. This

proposed AD would also require
revising the airplane flight manual
(AFM) and the maintenance or
inspection program, as applicable. We
are proposing this AD to prevent failure
of the HSTA and subsequent loss of
control of the airplane.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.
ADDRESSES: You may send comments by
any of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202—493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Bombardier,
Inc., 400 Cote-Vertu Road West, Dorval,
Québec H4S 1Y9, Canada; telephone
514—855—5000; fax 514—855—7401; email
thd.crj@aero.bombardier.com; Internet
http://www.bombardier.com. You may
view this referenced service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov; or in person at the
Docket Management Facility between 9
a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays. The AD
docket contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Office
(telephone 800-647-5527) is in the
ADDRESSES section. Comments will be
available in the AD docket shortly after
receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Luke Walker, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe and Propulsion Branch, ANE-
171, FAA, New York Aircraft
Certification Office, 1600 Stewart
Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury, NY
11590; telephone 516-228-7363; fax
516—794-5531.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
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this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA—-2014-1049; Directorate Identifier
2013-NM-110-AD" at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA), which is the aviation authority
for Canada, has issued Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF—2013—-14,
dated June 4, 2013 (referred to after this
as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or ‘“‘the
MCAT”’), to correct an unsafe condition
for certain Bombardier, Inc. Model CL—
600—2B19 (Regional Jet Series 100 &
440) airplanes. The MCAI states:

There have been a number of reports where
the HSTA spur gear bolts inside the gearbox
were found loose, broken or backed out.
Investigation revealed that the root cause is
incorrect bending of the anti-rotation tab
washer and the improper application of
Loctite glue during installation.

The function of these bolts is to generate
sufficient preload between the two spur gears
such that the full torque is transferred by
friction between the two spur gears.
Loosening of the bolts would reduce the pre-
load between two spur gears and decrease the
torque transfer. Partial or full torque would

be re-distributed to the secondary load path
(Tie-Rod) in torsion. The Tie-Rod is designed
to withstand axial load only in case of failure
of the primary load path (ACME screw), and
not torsional load. The secondary load path
(Tie-Rod) is therefore considered ineffective
and no longer provides protection as a
failsafe design of the system. Loose bolt(s) on
the HSTA spur gear combined with the
failure of the primary load path, could lead
to failure of the HSTA and subsequent loss
of the aeroplane.

In addition, Bombardier Aerospace (BA)
has introduced a modified HSTA [part
number] P/N 601R92305-5 (vendor P/N
8396—4) to rectify the loose bolt problem.
However, this modified HSTA, has several
quality control problems which could affect
safety.

This [Canadian] AD is issued to mandate
the replacement of the affected HSTA(s) with
the new HSTA P/N 601R92305-7 (vendor P/
N 8396-5).

This proposed AD also would require
revising the AFM and maintenance or
inspection program, as applicable. You
may examine the MCAI in the AD
docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1049.

Related Service Information

Bombardier has issued the following
service information.

e Bombardier Service Bulletin 601R—
27-161, Revision A, dated January 30,
2014. This service information describes
procedures for installing an HSTA.

¢ Bombardier CL-600-2B19,
Temporary Revision 2A-56, dated June
4, 2012, to Appendix A, Certification
Maintenance Requirements (CMR), of
Part 2, Airworthiness Requirements, of
the Bombardier CL-600-2B19
Maintenance Requirements Manual
(MRM). This service information adds

ESTIMATED COSTS

new CMR tasks to the Airworthiness
Requirements of the MRM. These CMR
tasks include an inspection, functional
check, and operational check.

e Bombardier Model CL-600-2B19
Airplane Flight Manual, CSP A-012,
Volume 3, Revision 61, dated April 2,
2013. This service information revises
the Limitations section of the AFM to
include a horizontal stabilizer trim
check before the first flight of the day.
In addition, this service information
revises the Normal Procedures section
of the AFM to include details for the
horizontal stabilizer trim check portion
of the procedure.

The actions described in this service
information are intended to correct the
unsafe condition identified in the
MCAIL

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of the same
type design.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 85 airplanes of U.S. registry. We
estimate the following costs to comply
with this proposed AD:

; Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
HSTA replacement ................. 8 work-hours x $85 per hour = $680 ... $38,569 $39,249 $3,336,165
Revise airplane flight manual 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 ....... 0 85 7,225
Revise maintenance or in- 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 ........ccccereveiieiiniiineeee 0 85 7,225
spection program.
Authority for This Rulemaking General requirements.” Under that Regulatory Findings

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. ““Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in ““Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:

section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.
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For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]
m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding

the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Bombardier, Inc.: Docket No. FAA-2014—
1049; Directorate Identifier 2013—-NM—
110-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by March 9,
2015.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Bombardier, Inc. Model
CL-600-2B19 (Regional Jet Series 100 & 440)
airplanes, certificated in any category, serial
numbers 7003 and subsequent, equipped
with horizontal stabilizer trim actuator
(HSTA) part number (P/N) 601R92305-1
(vendor P/N 8396—2), 601R92305-3 (vendor
P/N 8396-3), or 601R92305-5 (vendor P/N
8396-4).

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 27, Flight Controls.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by reports of the
HSTA spur gear bolts inside the gearbox
found loose, broken, or backed out due to
incorrect bending of the anti-rotation tab
washer and the improper application of
Loctite glue during installation. We are
issuing this AD to prevent failure of the
HSTA and subsequent loss of control of the
airplane.

() Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Airplane Flight Manual (AFM) Revision

Within 30 days after the effective date of
this AD, revise the Limitations section and
Normal Procedures section of the AFM to
include the information in Supplement 23,
‘“Horizontal Stabilizer Trim Check,” of
Chapter 7 “Supplements,” of Bombardier
CL-600-2B19 Airplane Flight Manual CSP
A-012, Volume 3, Revision 61, dated April
2,2013.

(h) Maintenance/Inspection Program
Revision

Within 30 days after the effective date of
this AD, revise the maintenance or inspection
program, as applicable, to incorporate Task
C27-40-103-04, “Operational Check (ground
maintenance test) of the horizontal stabilizer
trim control unit,” specified in Bombardier
CL-600-2B19 Temporary Revision 2A-56,
dated June 4, 2012, to Appendix A,
Certification Maintenance Requirements, of
Part 2, Airworthiness Requirements, of the
Bombardier CL-600-2B19 Maintenance
Requirements Manual (MRM). The
compliance time for the initial operational
check is within 500 flight hours after the
effective date of this AD.

(i) No Alternative Actions or Intervals

After accomplishing the revision required
by paragraph (h) of this AD, no alternative
actions (e.g., inspections) and/or intervals
may be used unless the actions and/or
intervals are approved as an alternative
method of compliance (AMOC) in
accordance with the procedures specified in
paragraph (m) of this AD.

(j) HSTA Replacement

(1) For airplanes equipped with an HSTA
having P/N 601R92305-1 (vendor P/N 8396—
2) or P/N 601R92305—3 (vendor P/N 8396-3):
At the earlier of the times specified in
paragraphs (j)(1)(i) and (j)(1)(ii) of this AD,
replace the HSTA with a new HSTA having
P/N 601R92305-7 (vendor P/N 8396-5), in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Bombardier Service Bulletin
601R-27-161, Revision A, dated January 30,
2014. The compliance times specified in
paragraphs (j)(1)(i) and (j)(1)(ii) of this AD do
not alleviate any existing life limit
requirements.

(i) Within 3,700 flight hours after the
effective date of this AD.

(ii) Within 27 months after the effective
date of this AD.

(2) For airplanes equipped with an HSTA
having P/N 601R92305-5 (vendor P/N 8396—
4): At the earlier of the times specified in
paragraphs ()(2)(i), ()(2)(ii), and ()(2)(ii) of
this AD, replace the HSTA with a new HSTA
having P/N 601R92305-7 (vendor P/N 8396—
5), in accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Bombardier Service Bulletin
601R-27-161, Revision A, dated January 30,
2014. The compliance times specified in
paragraphs (7)(2)(0), ()(2)(ii), and ()(2)(iii) of
this AD do not alleviate any existing life limit
requirements.

(i) Within 4,400 flight hours after the
effective date of this AD.

(i) Within 32 months after the effective
date of this AD.

(iii) Before the accumulation of 10,000 total
flight hours on HSTA P/N 601923055
(vendor P/N 8396-4).

(k) Credit for Previous Actions

This paragraph provides credit for the
actions required by paragraph (j) of this AD,
if those actions were performed before the
effective date of this AD using Bombardier
Service Bulletin 601R—-27-161, dated May 31,
2012, which is not incorporated by reference
in this AD.

(1) Parts Installation Limitations

(1) As of the effective date of this AD, no
person may install an HSTA, P/N
601R92305—1 (vendor P/N 8396—2) or P/N
601R92305-3 (vendor P/N 8396-3) on any
Model CL-600-2B19 airplane.

(2) As of the effective date of this AD, no
person may install an HSTA, P/N
601R92305-5 (vendor P/N 8396—4) having
serial number (S/N) 287, 724, 813, 841, 998,
1031, 1035, 1049, 1053, 1067, 1068, 1136,
1252, 1268, 1303, 1319, 1338, 1354, 1374,
1378, 1445, 1470, 1498, 1513, 1546, 1632,
1736, 1766, 1846, 1849, 2002 through 2009
inclusive, 2011, 2013 through 2016 inclusive,
2019, 2020, or 2022, on any Model CL-600-
2B19 airplane.

(3) As of the effective date of this AD:
Replacement of an HSTA, P/N 601R92305-1
(vendor P/N 8396-2), P/N 601R92305-3
(vendor P/N 8396-3), or P/N 601R92305-5
(vendor P/N 8396—4), with an HSTA having
P/N 601R92305-5 (vendor P/N 8396—4) that
is not identified in paragraph (1)(2) of this
AD, is acceptable, provided the actions
required by paragraph (j)(2) of this AD are
accomplished within the compliance time
specified in that paragraph.

(m) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), ANE-170, FAA,
has the authority to approve AMOCs for this
AD, if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR
39.19, send your request to your principal
inspector or local Flight Standards District
Office, as appropriate. If sending information
directly to the ACO, send it to ATTN:
Program Manager, Continuing Operational
Safety, FAA, New York ACO, 1600 Stewart
Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury, NY 11590;
telephone 516-228-7300; fax 516—794-5531.
Before using any approved AMOC, notify
your appropriate principal inspector, or
lacking a principal inspector, the manager of
the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office. The AMOC
approval letter must specifically reference
this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, New York ACO, ANE-170,
Engine and Propeller Directorate, FAA; or
Transport Canada Civil Aviation (TCCA); or
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Bombardier, Inc.’s TCCA Design Approval
Organization (DAO). If approved by the DAO,
the approval must include the DAO-
authorized signature.

(n) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF—2013-14, dated
June 4, 2013, for related information. This
MCAI may be found in the AD docket on the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No. FAA—
2014-1049.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Bombardier, Inc., 400 Cote-
Vertu Road West, Dorval, Québec H4S 1Y9,
Canada; telephone 514-855-5000; fax 514—
855-7401; email thd.crj@
aero.bombardier.com; Internet http://
www.bombardier.com. You may view this
referenced service information at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For information
on the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
13, 2015.
John P. Piccola, Jr.,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-00958 Filed 1-22—-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2014-1045; Directorate
Identifier 2014-NM-031-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for all
Airbus Model A310 and Airbus Model
A300 B4-600, B4-600R, and F4-600R
series airplanes, and Model A300 C4—
605R Variant F airplanes (collectively
called Model A300-600 series airplanes)
series airplanes. This proposed AD was
prompted by a report of skin disbonding
and damage found on the composite
side panel of the rudder, located
between the rudder core and skin of a
previously repaired area. This proposed
AD would require an inspection for
disbonding or damage of certain
rudders, and related investigative
actions and corrective actions if
necessary. We are proposing this AD to
detect and correct disbonding and

damage of the rudder, which could
result in reduced structural integrity of
the rudder and consequent reduced
controllability of the airplane.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

o Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202—-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Airbus SAS,
Airworthiness Office—EAW, 1 Rond
Point Maurice Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac
Cedex, France; telephone +33 5 61 93 36
96; fax +33 5 61 93 44 51; email
account.airworth-eas@airbus.com;
Internet http://www.airbus.com. You
may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1045; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dan
Rodina, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057—3356; telephone 425-227-2125;
fax 425- 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2014-1045; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-031-AD” at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Union, has issued EASA Airworthiness
Directive 2014-0026, dated January 28,
2014 (referred to after this as the
Mandatory Continuing Airworthiness
Information, or “the MCAI”’), to correct
an unsafe condition for the specified
products. The MCALI states:

A case of skin disbonding was reported on
a composite side of a rudder installed on an
A310 aeroplane.

The investigation results revealed that this
disbonding started from a skin panel area
previously repaired in-service in accordance
with the Structural Repair Manual (SRM).

The initial damage has been identified as
a disbonding between the core and the
repaired area. This damage may not be
visually detectable and likely propagates
during normal operation due to the variation
of pressure during ground-air-ground cycles.

This condition, if not detected and
corrected, could affect the structural integrity
of the rudder, possibly resulting in reduced
control of the aeroplane.

For the reasons described above, this
[EASA] AD requires a one-time
thermography inspection of each repaired
rudder or rudder whose maintenance records
are incomplete and, depending on findings,
accomplishment of applicable corrective and
follow-up actions.

Related investigative actions include
doing a pulse thermography inspection
for disbonding or damage of the left-
and right-hand rudder side shells; a core
ventilation through the inner skin, an
elasticity laminate checker or ultrasonic
inspection around the identified repairs
in the booster area, and around
identified fluid ingress; and a Tap test
inspection of the glass fiber reinforced
plastic area to identify skin-to-core
disbonding and on identified repairs.
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Corrective actions include repairing or
replacing any disbonded or damaged
rudder.

Depending on configuration and
inspection results, the repetitive
inspection intervals are 750 or 1,000
flight cycles; or 500 flight hours or 4
months, whichever occurs later.

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1045.

Related Service Information

Airbus has issued Service Bulletins
A300-55-6050; and A310-55—-2051;
both Revision 01, dated August 20,
2014. The service information describes
procedures for inspecting the left- and
right-hand rudder side shells for
disbonding or damage, and related
investigative actions and corrective
actions if necessary. The actions
described in this service information are
intended to correct the unsafe condition
identified in the MCALI

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCAI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of the same
type design.

Difference Between This Proposed AD
and the MCAI or Service Information

Airbus Service Bulletins A300-55—
6050; and A310-55—-2051; both Revision
01, dated August 20, 2014; do not
provide corrective action for certain
conditions. This proposed AD would
require repairing the damage using a
method approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
the European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA); or Airbus’s EASA Design
Organization Approval (DOA).

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 199 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it would take
about 4 work-hours per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Required
parts would cost about $0 per product.

Based on these figures, we estimate the
cost of this proposed AD on U.S.
operators to be $67,660, or $340 per
product.

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide a cost
estimate for the on-condition actions
specified in this proposed AD.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. ““Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in ““Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “‘significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Airbus: Docket No. FAA-2014—1045;
Directorate Identifier 2014—-NM-031-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by March 9,
2015.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to all Airbus Model A310-
203, -204, —221, —222, -304, —-322, —324, and
—325 airplanes; Model A300 B4-601, B4-603,
B4-620, and B4-622 airplanes; A300 B4—
605R and B4-622R airplanes; and A300 F4—
605R and F4-622R, and A300 C4—-605R
Variant F airplanes; certificated in any
category.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 55, Stabilizers.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report of skin
disbonding and damage found on the
composite side panel of the rudder, located
between the rudder core and skin of a
previously repaired area. We are issuing this
AD to detect and correct disbonding and
damage of the rudder, which could result in
reduced structural integrity of the rudder,
and consequent reduced controllability of the
airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Rudder Assembly Identification

Within 4 months after the effective date of
this AD: Check the applicable rudder
maintenance records to determine if any
composite side shell panel repair has been
done since first installation of the rudder,
and do the applicable actions specified in
paragraph (g)(1) or (g)(2) of this AD at the
time specified in paragraph 1.E.,
“Compliance,” of Airbus Service Bulletin
A300-55—-6050; or A310-55—-2051; both
Revision 01, dated August 20, 2014; as
applicable, except as provided by paragraph
(j)(3) of this AD.

(1) If a repair is identified based on the
maintenance records: Perform a rudder
thermography inspection of the repaired area
only for disbonding or damage, in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of
Airbus Service Bulletin A300-55—-6050; or
A310-55-2051; both Revision 01, dated
August 20, 2014; as applicable.

(2) If the rudder maintenance records are
unavailable or incomplete: Perform a rudder
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thermography inspection of the complete
side shell panels to identify and mark the
repair locations for disbonding or damage, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Airbus Service Bulletin A300—
55-6050; or A310-55—-2051; both Revision
01, dated August 20, 2014; as applicable.

(h) Related Investigative Actions/Repair or
Replace

If any disbonding or damage is found
during any inspection required by paragraph
(g)(1) or (g)(2) of this AD: Do the actions
required by paragraphs (h)(1) and (h)(2) of
this AD, as applicable.

(1) At the time specified in paragraph 1.E.,
“Compliance,” of Airbus Service Bulletin
A300-55-6050; or A310-55—-2051; both
Revision 01, dated August 20, 2014; as
applicable, except as required by paragraph
(j)(2) of this AD; do the applicable related
investigative actions identified in Tables 3,
4A, 4B, 4G, 4D, and 5 of paragraph 1.E.,
“Compliance,” of Airbus Service Bulletin
A300-55—-6050; or A310-55—-2051; both
Revision 01, dated August 20, 2014; as
applicable, to determine the type and extent
of the disbonding or damage, in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of
Airbus Service Bulletin A300-55-6050; or
A310-55—-2051; both Revision 01, dated
August 20, 2014; as applicable. Repeat the
applicable inspection at the time specified in
paragraph 1.E., “Compliance” of Airbus
Service Bulletin A300-55—-6050; or A310-55—
2051; both Revision 01, dated August 20,
2014; as applicable.

(2) Before further flight: Repair any
disbonding or damage found during any
inspection required by paragraph (h)(1) of
this AD, or replace any affected rudder, as
applicable, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions Airbus Service
Bulletin A300-55-6050; or A310-55—-2051;
both Revision 01, dated August 20, 2014; as
applicable, except as required by paragraph
(j)(4) of this AD.

(i) Repair Using SRM Procedure Not
Allowed

As of the effective date of this AD, do not
accomplish a composite side shell panel
repair on any rudder using an SRM
procedure identified in Figure A-GBBAA
(Sheet 01 and 02) or Figure A-GBCAA (Sheet
02) of Airbus Service Bulletin A310-55—
2051; or Figure A-GBBAA (Sheet 01, 02, or
03) or Figure A~-GBCAA (Sheet 02 or 04) of
Airbus Service Bulletin A300-55-6050; as
applicable.

(j) Exceptions to Service Information

(1) Where Airbus Service Bulletins A300—
55-6050; and A310-55—-2051; both dated
September 11, 2012; specify a compliance
time “from original service bulletin issue
date,” this AD requires compliance within
the specified compliance time after the
effective date of this AD.

(2) Where Airbus Service Bulletins A300—
55—-6050; and A310-55—2051 both dated
September 11, 2012; specify to contact
Airbus for appropriate action: Before further
flight, repair using a method approved by the
Manager, International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or the
European Aviation Safety Agency (EASA); or

Airbus’s EASA Design Organization
Approval (DOA).

(3) Airplanes on which a rudder is
installed having a serial number that is not
in the range HF-1005 through HF-1323,
inclusive; HF—1325, HF—-1327, HF—-1329, HF—
1331, HF-1332, HF-1340, TS-1324, TS—
1326, TS-1328, TS-1330, TS—-1333 through
TS-1339, inclusive; TS-1341 through TS-
1420, inclusive; or TS-2001 through TS~
2197, inclusive; are not affected by the
requirements of paragraphs (g) and (h) of this
AD, provided that no repairs have been done
on the composite side shell panel of that
rudder since installation in accordance with
the applicable structural repair manual
(SRM).

(4) The compliance time for the initial
detailed inspection of the restored area for
loose or lost tape identified in Tables 3 and
4 of paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Airbus
Service Bulletins A300-55-6050 and A310-
55—2051, both Revision 01, dated August 20,
2014; specifies “within 500 FH or 4 months
after closing holes.” This AD requires this
action within 500 flight hours or 4 months,
whichever occurs later after the holes are
closed.

(k) Credit for Previous Actions

This paragraph provides credit for actions
required by paragraphs (g) and (h) of this AD,
if those actions were performed before the
effective date of this AD using Airbus Service
Bulletin A300-55-6050; or A310-55—-2051;
both dated September 11, 2012; as
applicable; which are not incorporated by
reference in this AD.

(1) Parts Installation Limitations

As of the effective date of this AD, no
person may install any affected rudder on
any airplane, unless the actions required by
paragraphs (g) and (h) of this AD have been
accomplished.

(m) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOG:s for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the International Branch, send it to ATTN:
Dan Rodina, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356; telephone
425-227-2125; fax 425-227-1149.
Information may be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-
AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov. Before using
any approved AMOGC, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM—

116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
EASA; or Airbus’s EASA DOA. If approved
by the DOA, the approval must include the
DOA-authorized signature.

(n) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information EASA
Airworthiness Directive 2014—0026, dated
January 28, 2014, for related information.
This MCAI may be found in the AD docket
on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov
by searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2014-1045.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Airbus SAS, Airworthiness
Office—EAW, 1 Rond Point Maurice
Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac Cedex, France;
telephone +33 5 61 93 36 96; fax +33 5 61
93 44 51; email account.airworth-eas@
airbus.com; Internet http://www.airbus.com.
You may view this service information at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
13, 2015.
John P. Piccola,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 2015-00946 Filed 1-22—-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2015-0075; Directorate
Identifier 2014—-NM-202-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; The Boeing
Company Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to supersede
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 2013—26—
08, which applies to certain The Boeing
Company Model 737-600, —700, —=700C,
—800, —900, and —900ER series
airplanes. AD 2013-26—08 currently
requires inspecting the orientation of
both sides of the coil cord connector
keyways of the number 2 windows on
the flight deck; re-clocking the
connector keyways, if necessary; and
replacing the coil cord assemblies on
both number 2 windows on the flight
deck. Since we issued AD 2013-26-08,
we have determined that additional
airplanes are subject to the identified
unsafe condition. This proposed AD
would add airplanes to the
applicability. We are proposing this AD
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to prevent arcing, smoke, and fire in the
flight deck, which could lead to injuries
to or incapacitation of the flightcrew.
DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.
ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Boeing
Commercial Airplanes, Attention: Data
& Services Management, P.O. Box 3707,
MC 2H-65, Seattle, WA 98124-2207;
telephone 206-544-5000, extension 1;
fax 206-766-5680; Internet https://
www.myboeingfleet.com. You may view
this service information at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2015—
0075; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Office
(phone: 800-647-5527) is in the
ADDRESSES section. Comments will be

available in the AD docket shortly after
receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Frank Carreras, Aerospace Engineer,
Systems and Equipment Branch, ANM—
130S, FAA, Seattle Aircraft Certification
Office (ACO), 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA 98057-3356; phone: 425—
917-6442; fax: 425-917-6590; email:
frank.carreras@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2015-0075; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-202—-AD” at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD because of those
comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

On December 20, 2013, we issued AD
2013-26-08, Amendment 39-17717 (79
FR 545, January 6, 2014), for certain The
Boeing Company Model 737-600, —700,
—700C, —800, —900, and —900ER series
airplanes. AD 2013-26—08 requires
inspecting the orientation of both sides
of the coil cord connector keyways of
the number 2 windows on the flight
deck; re-clocking the connector
keyways, if necessary; and replacing the
coil cord assemblies on both number 2
windows on the flight deck. AD 2013-
26—08 resulted from reports of arcing

ESTIMATED COSTS

and smoke at the left number 2 window
in the flight deck. We issued AD 2013-
26-08 to prevent arcing, smoke, and fire
in the flight deck, which could lead to
injuries to or incapacitation of the
flightcrew.

Actions Since AD 2013-26-08,
Amendment 39-17717 (79 FR 545,
January 6, 2014) Was Issued

In AD 2013-26-08, Amendment 39—
17717 (79 FR 545, January 6, 2014), a
commenter to the SNPRM (77 FR 41931,
July 17, 2012) requested that we add
additional airplanes to the applicability.
We determined that further delay of AD
2013-26-08 was not appropriate in light
of the identified unsafe condition that
existed on the airplanes specified in the
applicability of AD 2013-26—-08. We
stated that we might consider additional
rulemaking in the future. We now have
determined that further rulemaking is
indeed necessary, and this proposed AD
follows from that determination.

FAA’s Determination

We are proposing this AD because we
evaluated all the relevant information
and determined the unsafe condition
described previously is likely to exist or
develop in other products of the same
type design.

Proposed AD Requirements

This proposed AD would retain all
requirements of AD 2013-26-08,
Amendment 39-17717 (79 FR 545,
January 6, 2014). This proposed AD
would add Group 3 airplanes, as
identified in Boeing Special Attention
Service Bulletin 737—-30-1058, Revision
5, dated April 24, 2013, to the
applicability.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 718 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this proposed AD:

Action

Labor cost Parts cost

Cost per product

Cost on U.S.
operators

Number of
airplanes

Keyway inspection and installation
(Group1, Configuration 1 air-
planes) [actions retained from
AD 2013-26-08, Amendment
39-17717 (79 FR 545, January
6, 2014)].

Adjustment of receptacles (Group
1, Configuration 2, Group 2, and
Group 3 airplanes) [actions re-
tained from AD 2013-26-08,
Amendment 39-17717 (79 FR
545, January 6, 2014)].

$510.

$340.

6 work-hours x $85 per hour

4 work-hours x $85 per hour

$1,608 | $2,118

$0 | $340

712 | $1,508,016.

410 | $139,400.
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ESTIMATED COsTS—Continued
Action Labor cost Parts cost Cost per product '\;?Pglgi;gf Cg;;?gtcgés'
Coil cord inspection (Group 1, | 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 $0 | $85 per coil cord 404 | $34,340 per caoll

Configuration 3, and Group 2
airplanes) [actions retained from
AD 2013-26-08, Amendment
39-17717 (79 FR 545, January
6, 2014)].

per coil cord.

cord.

We estimate the following costs to do
any necessary replacements that would

be required based on the results of the
proposed inspection. We have no way of

ON-CONDITION COSTS

determining the number of aircraft that
might need these replacements:

Action

Labor cost

Parts cost

Cost per product

Replacement

sembly.

3 work-hours x $85 per hour = $255 per coil cord as-

sembly.

$1,735 per coil cord as-

$1,990 per coil cord as-
sembly.

According to the manufacturer, some
of the costs of this AD may be covered
under warranty, thereby reducing the
cost impact on affected individuals. We
do not control warranty coverage for
affected individuals. As a result, we
have included all costs in our cost
estimate.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
Section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII,
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701,
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We have determined that this
proposed AD would not have federalism
implications under Executive Order
13132. This proposed AD would not
have a substantial direct effect on the
States, on the relationship between the
national Government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that the proposed regulation:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a “significant rule” under
the DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26,
1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation

safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by
removing Airworthiness Directive (AD)
2013-26-08, Amendment 39-17717 (79
FR 545, January 6, 2014), and adding the
following new AD:

The Boeing Company: Docket No. FAA—

2015-0075; Directorate Identifier 2014—
NM-202-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

The FAA must receive comments on this
AD action by March 9, 2015.

(b) Affected ADs

This AD replaces AD 2013-26-08,
Amendment 39-17717 (79 FR 545, January 6,
2014).

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to The Boeing Company
Model 737-600, —700, —700C, —800, —900,
and —900ER series airplanes, certificated in
any category, as identified in Boeing Special
Attention Service Bulletin 737-30-1058,
Revision 5, dated April 24, 2013.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 30, Ice and Rain Protection.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by reports of arcing
and smoke at the left number 2 window in
the flight deck. We are issuing this AD to
prevent arcing, smoke, and fire in the flight
deck, which could lead to injuries to or
incapacitation of the flightcrew.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Retained Inspection and Replacement for
Group 1, Configuration 1, Airplanes

This paragraph restates the requirements of
paragraph (g) of AD 2013-26-08,
Amendment 39-17717 (79 FR 545, January 6,
2014), with no changes. For airplanes
identified as Group 1, Configuration 1, in
Boeing Special Attention Service Bulletin
737-30-1058, Revision 5, dated April 24,
2013: Within 48 months after February 10,
2014 (the effective date of AD 2013-26—08),
do the actions specified in paragraphs (g)(1)
and (g)(2) of this AD.

(1) Do a general visual inspection of the
orientation of the coil cord connector
keyways on the captain’s and first officer’s
sides of the flight compartment, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Special Attention
Service Bulletin 737-30-1058, Revision 5,
dated April 24, 2013, except as specified in
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paragraph (k) of this AD. If the orientation is
not at the specified position, before further
flight, turn the receptacle connector to the
correct position, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing
Special Attention Service Bulletin 737-30—
1058, Revision 5, dated April 24, 2013,
except as specified in paragraph (k) of this
AD

(2) Replace the coil cords with new coil
cords on both sides of the flight deck, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Special Attention
Service Bulletin 737-30-1058, Revision 5,
dated April 24, 2013, except as specified in
paragraph (k) of this AD.

(h) Retained Receptacle Replacement for
Group 1, Configuration 2, and Group 2,
Configuration 1 Airplanes

This paragraph restates the requirements of
paragraph (h) of AD 2013-26-08,
Amendment 39-17717 (79 FR 545, January 6,
2014), with no changes. For airplanes
identified as Group 1, Configuration 2, and
Group 2, Configuration 1, in Boeing Special
Attention Service Bulletin 737-30-1058,
Revision 5, dated April 24, 2013: Within 48
months after February 10, 2014 (the effective
date of AD 2013-26-08), install the
receptacle connector with changed keyway
position on both sides of the flight deck, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Special Attention
Service Bulletin 737-30-1058, Revision 5,
dated April 24, 2013, except as specified in
paragraph (k) of this AD.

(i) Retained Coil Cord Inspection and
Corrective Action

This paragraph restates the requirements of
paragraph (i) of AD 2013-26-08, Amendment
39-17717 (79 FR 545, January 6, 2014), with
no changes. For airplanes identified as Group
1, Configuration 3, and Group 2,
Configuration 2, in Boeing Special Attention
Service Bulletin 737-30-1058, Revision 5,
dated April 24, 2013: Within 48 months after
February 10, 2014 (the effective date of AD
2013-26-08), do a general visual inspection
for rubbing damage of the coil cord on the
captain’s and first officer’s sides of the flight
compartment, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing
Special Attention Service Bulletin 737-30-
1058, Revision 5, dated April 24, 2013,
except as specified in paragraph (k) of this
AD. If any rubbing damage is found: Before
further flight, replace the coil cord with a
new coil cord, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing
Special Attention Service Bulletin 737-30-
1058, Revision 5, dated April 24, 2013,
except as specified in paragraph (k) of this
AD.

(j) New Requirements of This AD: Receptacle
Replacement for Group 3 Airplanes

For airplanes identified as Group 3 in
Boeing Special Attention Service Bulletin
737-30-1058, Revision 5, dated April 24,
2013: Within 48 months after the effective
date of this AD, install the receptacle
connector with changed keyway position on
both sides of the flight deck, in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of
Boeing Special Attention Service Bulletin

737-30-1058, Revision 5, dated April 24,
2013, except as specified in paragraph (k) of
this AD.

(k) Exceptions to Boeing Special Attention
Service Bulletin 737-30-1058, Revision 5,
Dated April 24, 2013

(1) This paragraph restates the provisions
of paragraph (j)(1) of AD 2013—-26-08,
Amendment 39-17717 (79 FR 545, January 6,
2014), with no changes. In the circuit breaker
tables of the Work Instructions of Boeing
Special Attention Service Bulletin 737-30—
1058, Revision 5, dated April 24, 2013, the
panel number for circuit breaker C00393 is
incorrectly identified as “P6—12.” The correct
panel number reference for circuit breaker
C00393, “WINDOW HEAT POWER RIGHT
SIDE,” is P6-11.

(2) This paragraph restates the provisions
of paragraph (j)(2) of AD 2013—-26-08,
Amendment 39-17717 (79 FR 545, January 6,
2014), with no changes. In paragraph 3.B. of
the Work Instructions of Boeing Special
Attention Service Bulletin 737-30-1058,
Revision 5, dated April 24, 2013, the
description for Part 3 of the Work
Instructions is identified as “PART 3:
RECEPTACLE CONNECTOR POSITION
CHANGE,” which is incorrect. The correct
description for Part 3 of the Work
Instructions is “PART 3: COIL CORD
INSPECTION AND REPLACEMENT IF
DAMAGE IS FOUND.”

(3) This paragraph restates the provisions
of paragraph (j)(3) of AD 2013-26-08,
Amendment 39-17717 (79 FR 545, January 6,
2014), with no changes. In Figures 13 and 14,
in paragraph 3.B. of the Work Instructions of
Boeing Special Attention Service Bulletin
737-30-1058, Revision 5, dated April 24,
2013, the note before the step tables
misidentifies certain parts and airplane
groups. The note should read:

NOTE: Group 1 and Group 2 airplanes
have the connector receptacle identified as
D10572. Group 3 airplanes have the
connector receptacle identified as D10560.
Except for Group 1 airplanes, a wire diagram
change is not necessary and not shown in
this service bulletin.

(1) Credit for Previous Actions

This paragraph restates the provisions of
paragraph (k) of AD 2013-26-08,
Amendment 39-17717 (79 FR 545, January 6,
2014), with no changes. This paragraph
provides credit for the replacement required
by paragraph (g)(2) of this AD, if the
replacement was performed before February
10, 2014 (the effective date of AD 2013-26—
08), using the service information specified
in paragraph (1)(1), ((2), (1(3), ()(4), or (1)(5)
of this AD, provided that the actions required
by paragraph (h) of this AD are done in
accordance with Boeing Special Attention
Service Bulletin 737-30-1058, Revision 4,
dated November 3, 2011; or Boeing Special
Attention Service Bulletin 737-30-1058,
Revision 5, dated April 24, 2013; for
airplanes in Group 1, Configuration 2, and
Group 2.

(1) Boeing Service Bulletin 737-30-1058,
dated July 27, 2006, which is not
incorporated by reference in this AD.

(2) Boeing Service Bulletin 737-30-1058,
Revision 1, dated June 18, 2007, which is not
incorporated by reference in this AD.

(3) Boeing Service Bulletin 737-30-1058,
Revision 2, dated February 13, 2009, which
is not incorporated by reference in this AD.

(4) Boeing Special Attention Service
Bulletin 737-30-1058, Revision 3, dated July
7, 2010, which is not incorporated by
reference in this AD.

(5) Boeing Special Attention Service
Bulletin 737-30-1058, Revision 4, dated
November 3, 2011.

(m) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Seattle Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), FAA, has the
authority to approve AMOC:s for this AD, if
requested using the procedures found in 14
CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19,
send your request to your principal inspector
or local Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the ACO, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (n)(1) of this AD. Information may
be emailed to: 9-ANM-Seattle-ACO-AMOC-
Requests@faa.gov.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(3) AMOCs approved for AD 2013-26-08,
Amendment 39-17717 (79 FR 545, January 6,
2014), are approved as AMOG:s for the
corresponding provisions of this AD.

(4) For airplanes identified as Group 3 in
Boeing Special Attention Service Bulletin
737-30-1058, Revision 5, dated April 24,
2013, AMOCs approved for the actions
required by paragraph (h) of AD 2013-26-08,
Amendment 39-17717 (79 FR 545, January 6,
2014), are approved as AMOG:s for the
corresponding provisions of paragraph (j) of
this AD.

(n) Related Information

(1) For more information about this AD,
contact Frank Carreras, Aerospace Engineer,
Systems and Equipment Branch, ANM-1308S,
FAA, Seattle Aircraft Certification Office
(ACQO), 1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057-3356; phone: 425-917-6442; fax: 425—
917-6590; email: frank.carreras@faa.gov.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Boeing Commercial
Airplanes, Attention: Data & Services
Management, P. O. Box 3707, MC 2H-65,
Seattle, WA 98124-2207; telephone 206—
544-5000, extension 1; fax 206—766—5680;
Internet https://www.myboeingfleet.com. You
may view this referenced service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
14, 2015.
John P. Piccola, Jr.,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-00962 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2015-0077; Directorate
Identifier 2013-NM-254—-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; ATR-GIE
Avions de Transport Régional
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
ATR-GIE Avions de Transport Régional
Model ATR42-500 and Model ATR72-
212A airplanes. This proposed AD was
prompted by a report indicating
interference between a Type III
Emergency Exit door and the
surrounding passenger cabin furnishing
during a production check. This
proposed AD would require measuring
the gap between the Type III Emergency
Exit doors and certain overhead stowage
compartment fittings; removing certain
fittings from the overhead stowage
compartments and measuring the gap
between the Type III Emergency Exit
doors and the overhead stowage
compartment hooks, if necessary; and
re-installing or repairing, as applicable,
the Type III Emergency Exit doors. We
are proposing this AD to detect and
correct interference between a Type III
Emergency Exit door and the overhead
stowage compartment fitting installed
on the rail; which could result in
obstructed opening of a Type III
Emergency Exit door during an
emergency evacuation.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.
ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Transport
Régional, 1, Allée Pierre Nadot, 31712
Blagnac Cedex, France; telephone +33
(0) 562 2162 21; fax +33 (0) 5 62 21
67 18; email continued.airworthiness@
atr.fr; Internet http://
www.aerochain.com. You may view this
referenced service information at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA.
For information on the availability of
this material at the FAA, call 425-227—
1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2015—
0077; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tom
Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057-3356; telephone 425-227-1137;
fax: 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2015-0077; Directorate Identifier
2013-NM-254—-AD" at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Union, has issued EASA Airworthiness

Directive 2013—-0280, dated November
26, 2013 (referred to after this as the
Mandatory Continuing Airworthiness
Information, or “the MCAI”’), to correct
an unsafe condition for ATR-GIE
Avions de Transport Régional Model
ATR42-500 and Model ATR72—-212A
airplanes. The MCAI states:

Interference between a Type III Emergency
Exit door opening and the surrounding
passenger cabin furnishing was detected
during a production check.

Subsequent investigation identified an
insufficient gap between the Emergency Exit
door internal skin structure and the overhead
stowage compartment fitting, installed on the
rail, as a cause of the interference.

This condition, if not detected and
corrected, could prevent an unobstructed
opening of both Type III Emergency Exit
doors in case of emergency evacuation.

For the reasons described above, this
[EASA] AD requires a one-time check
[measurement] of the gap between the Type
IIT Emergency Exit door internal skin and a
relevant [overhead stowage compartment]
fitting and, depending on findings, the
accomplishment of applicable corrective
action(s). This [EASA] AD is considered to be
a temporary measure and further actions may
follow.

Required actions include an
additional measurement of the gap
between the internal skin and overhead
stowage compartment hooks of both
Type III Emergency Exits, if necessary.
Corrective actions include re-installing
the Type III Emergency Exit doors or
contacting the manufacturer for repair
instructions and doing the repair, as
applicable. You may examine the MCAI
in the AD docket on the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov by searching
for and locating Docket No. FAA-2015—
0077.

Related Service Information

ATR-GIE Avions de Transport
Régional has issued the following
service information, which, among other
things, describes procedures for
removing certain fittings from the
overhead stowage compartments,
measuring the gap between the Type III
Emergency Exit doors and the overhead
stowage compartment hooks, re-
installing the Type III Emergency Exit
doors, and contacting the manufacturer
for repair information.

e ATR Service Bulletin ATR42-25—
0180, dated August 19, 2013.

e ATR Service Bulletin ATR72-25—
1141, dated August 19, 2013.

The actions described in this service
information are intended to correct the
unsafe condition identified in the
MCAIL
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FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of these same
type designs.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 1 airplane of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it would take
about 1 work-hour per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Based on
these figures, we estimate the cost of
this proposed AD on U.S. operators to
be or $85 per product.

In addition, we estimate that any
necessary follow-on actions would take
about 1 work-hour and require parts
costing $0, for a cost of $85 per product.
We have no way of determining the
number of aircraft that might need these
actions.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “‘Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.”” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the

distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “‘significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule”” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

ATR—GIE Avions de Transport Régional:
Docket No. FAA-2015-0077; Directorate
Identifier 2013-NM-254—AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by March 9,
2015.

(b) Affected ADs

None.

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to the airplanes identified
in paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2) of this AD.

(1) ATR—GIE Avions de Transport
Régional Model ATR42-500 airplanes,
certificated in any category, all manufacturer
serial numbers (MSNs) on which ATR
Modification 6518 has been embodied in
production, except MSN 1002 and 1005, and
except those airplanes on which ATR
Modification 7152 has been embodied in
production.

(2) ATR—GIE Avions de Transport
Régional Model ATR72-212A airplanes,
certificated in any category, on which ATR
Modification 6517 has been embodied in
production, except MSNs 1089, 1094, 1095,
1097, 1098, 1099, 1100, 1101, and 1102; and
except those airplanes on which ATR
Modification 7152 has been embodied in
production.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 25, Equipment/furnishings.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report
indicating interference between a Type III
Emergency Exit door and the surrounding
passenger cabin furnishing during a
production check. We are issuing this AD to
detect and correct interference between a
Type III Emergency Exit door and the
overhead stowage compartment fitting
installed on the rail, which could result in
obstructed opening of a Type III Emergency
Exit door during an emergency evacuation.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Measurement of Gap Between Type III
Emergency Exit Doors and Certain Overhead
Stowage Compartment Fittings

Within 2 months after the effective date of
this AD: Measure the gap between each Type
III Emergency Exit door, left hand (LH) and
right hand (RH), and the overhead stowage
compartment fitting installed on the rail, by
unlocking and slightly rotating the LH and
RH Type III Emergency Exit doors with the
doors remaining on the lower fittings. Use a
shim gauge 6 millimeters (mm) (0.236 inch)
thick, to measure the gap between the
internal skin of the doors and the relevant
fittings, part number (P/N) S2522924620000
(LH fitting) and P/N S2522924620100 (RH
fitting).

Note 1 to paragraph (g) of this AD:
Ilustrations may be found in the applicable
ATR Ilustrated Parts Catalog (IPC) 25-23-02,
figure 87, item 90/100.

Note 2 to paragraph (g) of this AD: It might
be necessary to pull on the door blanket to
correctly see the door internal skin.

(h) Re-Installation of Type III Emergency
Exit Doors

During the measurement required by
paragraph (g) of this AD, if it is determined
that there is a gap equal to or greater than 6
mm (0.236 inch), before further flight, re-
install the LH and RH Type III Emergency
Exit Doors, in accordance with paragraph
3.C.(1)(d) of the Accomplishment
Instructions of ATR Service Bulletin ATR42—
25-0180, dated August 19, 2013; or ATR72—
25-1141, dated August 19, 2013; as
applicable.

(i) Removal of Fitting and Measurement of
Gap Between Door Internal Skin and
Overhead Stowage Compartment Hooks

During the measurement required by
paragraph (g) of this AD, if it is determined
that there is a gap less than 6 mm (0.236
inch): Before further flight, remove the fitting
P/N S2522924620000 (LH fitting) or P/N
S2522924620100 (RH fitting), and measure
the gap between the internal skin of the LH
and RH Type III Emergency Exit Doors and
the overhead stowage compartment hooks, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of ATR Service Bulletin ATR42—
25-0180, dated August 19, 2013; or ATR72—



Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 15/Friday, January 23, 2015/Proposed Rules

3533

25-1141, dated August 19, 2013; as
applicable.

(1) If, during the measurement required by
paragraph (i) of this AD, it is determined that
there is a gap equal to or greater than 6 mm
(0.236 inch): Before further flight, re-install
the LH and RH Type III Emergency Exit
Doors, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of ATR Service
Bulletin ATR42-25-0180, dated August 19,
2013; or ATR72-25-1141, dated August 19,
2013; as applicable.

(2) If, during the measurement required by
paragraph (i) of this AD, it is determined that
there is a gap less than 6 mm (0.236 inch):
Before further flight, repair using a method
approved by the Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA; or the European Aviation
Safety Agency (EASA); or ATR—GIE Avions
de Transport Régional’s EASA Design
Organization Approval (DOA).

(j) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOG:s for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the International Branch, send it to ATTN:
Tom Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
telephone 425-227-1137; fax: 425-227-1149.
Information may be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-
AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov. Before using
any approved AMOG, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office. The AMOG approval letter
must specifically reference this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM-—
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
EASA; or ATR—GIE Avions de Transport
Régional’s EASA DOA. If approved by the
DOA, the approval must include the DOA-
authorized signature.

(k) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) EASA
Airworthiness Directive 2013-0280, dated
November 26, 2013, for related information.
This MCAI may be found in the AD docket
on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov
by searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2015-0077.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact ATR—GIE Avions de
Transport Régional, 1, Allée Pierre Nadot,
31712 Blagnac Cedex, France; telephone +33
(0) 5 62 21 62 21; fax +33 (0) 5 62 21 67 18;
email continued.airworthiness@atr.fr;

Internet http://www.aerochain.com. You may
view this service information at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For information
on the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
15, 2015.
John P. Piccola, Jr.,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-00956 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2014-1047; Directorate
Identifier 2014-NM-157-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Airbus Model A318, A319, A320, and
A321 series airplanes. This proposed
AD was prompted by a report that,
during the assembly process, several
gaps between the two parts of the girt
bar fittings for the aft passenger doors
were found to exceed tolerances. This
proposed AD would require an
inspection of the gap between the two
parts of the girt bar fittings on left-hand
(LH) and right-hand (RH) aft passenger
doors, and corrective actions if
necessary. We are proposing this AD to
detect and correct incorrect gaps
between the girt bar fittings. Detachment
of a girt bar could lead to the separation
of the slide or slide-raft from the
fuselage, making the emergency exit
inoperative, which could impede an
emergency evacuation.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by March 9, 2015.
ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202—-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Airbus,
Airworthiness Office—EIAS, 1 Rond
Point Maurice Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac
Cedex, France; telephone +33 5 61 93 36
96; fax +33 5 61 93 44 51; email
account.airworth-eas@airbus.com;
Internet http://www.airbus.com. You
may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1047; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sanjay Ralhan, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057—-3356; telephone 425-227-1405;
fax 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2014-1047; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-157—-AD" at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
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substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Union, has issued EASA Airworthiness
Directive 20140178, dated July 25,
2014 (referred to after this as the
Mandatory Continuing Airworthiness
Information, or ‘“the MCAI”’), to correct
an unsafe condition for certain Airbus
Model A318, A319, A320, and A321
series airplanes. The MCAI states:

During final assembly line process, several
AFT passenger door lower fitting gaps were
found excessive and out of tolerance between
two parts of the girt bar fittings. The gap
contributes to the correct locking of the girt
bar during the door lifting movement,
ensuring the retention of the girt bar when
the loads applied on the girt by the slide are
directed from the outside to the inside. If the
gap is too large, there is a risk that the girt
bar, when subjected to these loads, will
detach from one of the girt bar fittings.

This condition, if not detected and
corrected, could lead to the separation of the
slide/slide-raft from the fuselage, making the
emergency exit inoperative and,
consequently, significantly reducing the
safety margin for the occupants during an
evacuation.

For the reason described above, this
[EASA] AD requires a detailed inspection
(DET) to check the gap between the two parts
of the girt bar fittings, on AFT passenger
doors, left-hand (LH) and right-hand (RH)
sides, and, depending on findings,
accomplishment of the applicable corrective
actions [such as modifiying or replacing the
automatic latch].

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
1047.

Related Service Information

Airbus has issued Service Bulletin
A320-53-1289, dated May 28, 2014.
The service information describes
procedures for a detailed inspection of
the gap in the girt bar fittings of the aft
passenger doors, LH and RH sides, and
corrective actions. The actions
described in this service information are
intended to correct the unsafe condition
identified in the MCAI

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information

referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of these same
type designs.

Explanation of “RC” Procedures and
Tests in Service Information

The FAA worked in conjunction with
industry, under the Airworthiness
Directives Implementation Aviation
Rulemaking Committee (AD ARC), to
enhance the AD system. One
enhancement was a new process for
annotating which procedures and tests
in the service information are required
for compliance with an AD.
Differentiating these procedures and
tests from other tasks in the service
information is expected to improve an
owner’s/operator’s understanding of
crucial AD requirements and help
provide consistent judgment in AD
compliance. The actions specified in the
service information identified
previously include procedures and tests
that are identified as RC (required for
compliance) because these procedures
have a direct effect on detecting,
preventing, resolving, or eliminating an
identified unsafe condition.

As specified in a NOTE under the
Accomplishment Instructions of the
specified service information,
procedures and tests identified as RC
must be done to comply with the
proposed AD. However, procedures and
tests that are not identified as RC are
recommended. Those procedures and
tests that are not identified as RC may
be deviated from using accepted
methods in accordance with the
operator’s maintenance or inspection
program without obtaining approval of
an alternative method of compliance
(AMOC), provided the procedures and
tests identified as RC can be done and
the airplane can be put back in a
serviceable condition. Any substitutions
or changes to procedures or tests
identified as RC will require approval of
an AMOC.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 838 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it would take
about 3 work-hours per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Based on
these figures, we estimate the cost of
this proposed AD on U.S. operators to
be $213,690, or $255 per product.

In addition, we estimate that any
necessary follow-on actions would take
about 4 work-hours and require parts
costing $435, for a cost of $775 per

product. We have no way of
determining the number of aircraft that
might need these actions.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. ‘“‘Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:
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PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Airbus: Docket No. FAA-2014-1047;
Directorate Identifier 2014—-NM-157—-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by March 9,
2015.

(b) Affected ADs
None.

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Airbus airplanes
identified in paragraphs (c)(1) through (c)(4)
of this AD, certificated in any category,
except those on which Airbus Modification
154966 has been embodied during
production.

(1) Model A318-111, -112,—121, and —122
airplanes.

(2) Model A319-111, -112, -113, —114,
—115,-131, —132, and —133 airplanes.

(3) Model A320-211, -212, —-214, —231,
—232, and —233 airplanes.

(4) Model A321-111, -112, -131, —211,
—212,-213, -231, and —232 airplanes.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 53, Fuselage.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report that,
during the assembly process, several gaps
between the two parts of the girt bar fittings
for the aft passenger doors were found to
exceed tolerances. We are issuing this AD to
detect and correct incorrect gaps between the
girt bar fittings. Detachment of a girt bar
could lead to the separation of the slide or
slide-raft from the fuselage, making the
emergency exit inoperative, which could
impede an emergency evacuation.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Inspection and Corrective Action

Except as provided by paragraph (h) of this
AD, within 36 months after the effective date
of this AD, do a detailed inspection of the
gap in the girt bar fittings of the aft passenger
doors, LH and RH sides, and do all
applicable corrective actions, in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of
Airbus Service Bulletin A320-53-1289,
dated May 28, 2014. Do all applicable
corrective actions before further flight.

(h) Exception

For any airplane that has been modified to
a configuration where one or both LH and RH
aft passenger doors are permanently

inoperative or deactivated: If any aft
passenger door is reactivated, after
reactivation but before further flight, do the
detailed inspection of the reactivated aft
passenger door(s) and all applicable
corrective actions, as required by paragraph
(g) of this AD.

(i) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOCs for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the International Branch, send it to ATTN:
Sanjay Ralhan, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
telephone 425-227-1405; fax 425-227-1149.
Information may be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-
AMOC-REQUESTS®@faa.gov. Before using
any approved AMOC, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office. The AMOC approval letter
must specifically reference this AD.

(2) Required for Compliance (RC): If the
service information contains procedures or
tests that are identified as RC, those
procedures and tests must be done to comply
with this AD; any procedures and tests that
are not identified as RC are recommended.
Those procedures and tests that are not
identified as RC may be deviated from using
accepted methods in accordance with the
operator’s maintenance or inspection
program without obtaining approval of an
AMOC, provided the procedures and tests
identified as RC can be done and the airplane
can be put back in a serviceable condition.
Any substitutions or changes to procedures
or tests identified as RC require approval of
an AMOC.

(3) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM—
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
the European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA); or Airbus’s EASA Design
Organization Approval (DOA). If approved by
the DOA, the approval must include the
DOA-authorized signature.

(j) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) European
Aviation Safety Agency (EASA)
Airworthiness Directive 2014—-0178, dated
July 25, 2014, for related information. This
MCAI may be found in the AD docket on the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No. FAA—
2014-1047.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Airbus, Airworthiness

Office—EIAS, 1 Rond Point Maurice Bellonte,
31707 Blagnac Cedex, France; telephone +33
561 93 36 96; fax +33 5 61 93 44 51; email
account.airworth-eas@airbus.com; Internet
http://www.airbus.com. You may view this
service information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA, call
425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
14, 2015.
John P. Piccola,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-00943 Filed 1-22—-15; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

16 CFR Part 1422
[Docket No. CPSC-2009-0087]

Recreational Off-Highway Vehicles
(ROVs); Notice of Extension of
Comment Period

AGENCY: U.S. Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

ACTION: Extension of comment period.

SUMMARY: The Consumer Product Safety
Commission (Commission or CPSC)
published a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPR) in the Federal
Register on November 19, 2014,
concerning recreational off-highway
vehicles (ROVs). The NPR invited the
public to submit written comments by
February 2, 2015. In response to two
requests for an extension, the
Commission is extending the comment
period.

DATES: Submit comments by April 8,
2015.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by Docket No. CPSC-2009—
0087, by any of the following methods:

Electronic Submissions

Submit electronic comments in the
following way:

Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.
The Commission does not accept
comments submitted by electronic mail
(email), except through: http://
www.regulations.gov. The Commission
encourages you to submit electronic
comments by using the Federal
eRulemaking Portal, as described above.

Written Submissions

Submit written submissions in the
following way:

Mai]/Handydeliver/Courier,
preferably in five copies, to: Office of the
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Secretary, Consumer Product Safety
Commission, Room 820, 4330 East West
Highway, Bethesda, MD 20814;
telephone (301) 504-7923.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
docket number for this notice. All
comments received may be posted
without change, including any personal
identifiers, contact information, or other
personal information provided, to:
http://www.regulations.gov. Do not
submit confidential business
information, trade secret information, or
other sensitive or protected information
electronically. Such information should
be submitted in writing.

Docket: For access to the docket to
read background documents or
comments received, go to: http://
www.regulations.gov and insert the
Docket No. CPSC-2009-0087 into the
“Search” box and follow the prompts.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
November 19, 2014, the Commission
published an NPR in the Federal
Register proposing standards that would
apply to ROVs. (79 FR 68964). The
Commission issued the proposed rule
under the authority of the Consumer
Product Safety Act (CPSA). The
Recreational Off-Highway Vehicle
Association (ROHVA) requested a
minimum 60-day extension of the
comment period to receive information
ROHVA had requested from CPSC and
also to review and analyze ROV
incident data, proposed findings, and
proposed requirements in the NPR. The
Outdoor Power Equipment Institute
(OPEI) also requested an extension of
the ROV NPR comment period to
receive and analyze information that
OPEI requested from CPSC and also to
review ROV incident data and conduct
testing on ROVs. OPEI asked that the
comment period be extended to August
30, 2015.

The Commission has considered the
requests and is extending the comment
period until April 8, 2015.1 This date is
approximately 75 days (the length of the
original comment period) from the date
that the CPSC made the information
requested by ROHVA and OPEI
available to the public at http://
www.cpsc.gov/Newsroom/FOIA/
Investigations-and-Incident-Reports/.
The Commission believes that this

1The Commission voted 5-0 to publish this
notice in the Federal Register. Commissioner
Robert S. Adler issued a statement regarding the
matter (available at http://www.cpsc.gov/en/About-
CPSC/Commissioners/Robert-Adler/Commissioner-
Adler-Statements/Statement-of-Commissioner-
Robert-Adler-on-the-Request-for-an-Extension-of-
the-Comment-Period-for-the-Notice-of-Proposed-
Rulemaking-for-Recreational-Off-Highway-
Vehicles/?utm_source=rss&utm_medium=rss&utm_
campaign=Adler+Statements.)

extension allows adequate time for
interested persons to submit comments
on any aspect of the proposed rule,
including the newly-available
information, without significantly
delaying the rulemaking.

Alberta E. Mills,

Acting Secretary, U.S. Consumer Product
Safety Commission.

[FR Doc. 2015-01110 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6355-01-P

POSTAL SERVICE
39 CFR Part 20

International Mailing Services:
Proposed Price Changes

AGENCY: Postal Service™,

ACTION: Notice of proposed price
adjustments, opportunity to comment.

SUMMARY: On January 15, 2015, the
Postal Service filed a notice of mailing
services price adjustments with the
Postal Regulatory Commission (PRC) for
products and services covered by
Mailing Standards of the United States
Postal Service, International Mail
Manual (IMM®), to be effective on April
26, 2015. Following the completion of
this proceeding, the Postal Service will
revise Notice 123, Price List, to reflect
the new prices.

DATES: We must receive your comments
on or before February 23, 2015.
ADDRESSES: Comments regarding this
proposal are invited. Mail or deliver
comments to the manager, Product
Classification, U.S. Postal Service®, 475
L’Enfant Plaza SW., RM 4446,
Washington, DC 20260-5015. You may
inspect and photocopy all written
comments at USPS® Headquarters
Library, 475 L’Enfant Plaza SW., 11th
Floor N., Washington, DC by
appointment only between the hours of
9 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday through
Friday by calling 1-202-268-2906 in
advance. Email comments, containing
the name and address of the commenter,
may be sent to: ProductClassification@
usps.gov, with a subject line of “April
2015 International Mailing Services
Price Change.” Faxed comments are not
accepted.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Paula Rabkin at 202—268-2537.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Postal
Service hereby gives notice that,
pursuant to 39 U.S.C. 3622, on January
15, 2015, it filed with the Postal
Regulatory Commission a Notice of
Market-Dominant Price Adjustment.
Proposed prices and other documents
relevant to this filing are available under

Docket No. R2015—4 on the PRC’s Web
site at www.prc.gov.

This proposed rule includes price
changes for First-Class Mail
International® and certain international
extra services. All of the proposed price
change percentages are based on CPI
prices approved by the PRC in Docket
No. 2103-10, plus the Exigent Surcharge
approved by the PRC in Docket No.
R2013-11.

First-Class Mail International

We propose to increase prices for
single-piece First-Class Mail
International letters, postcards, and flats
by approximately 4.2 percent. (Under
this proposal, the 2-ounce letter-size
price to Canada will continue at the
same price as the 1-ounce letter-size
price to Canada.)

International Extra Services and Fees

The Postal Service proposes to
increase prices for certain international
market dominant extra services
including:

o Certificate of Mailing (0.35%)

¢ Registered Mail™ (2.2%)

e Return Receipt (2.7%).

Following the completion of Docket
No. R2015—4, the Postal Service will
adjust the prices for products and
services covered by the International
Mail Manual. These prices will be on
Postal Explorer® at pe.usps.com.

Stanley F. Mires,

Attorney, Federal Requirements.

[FR Doc. 2015-01097 Filed 1-22—-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7710-12-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA-R06-OAR-2014-0754; FRL-9921-93—-
Region 6]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Texas and
Oklahoma; Regional Haze State
Implementation Plans; Interstate
Transport State Implementation Plan
To Address Pollution Affecting
Visibility and Regional Haze; Federal
Implementation Plan for Regional Haze
and Interstate Transport of Pollution
Affecting Visibility; Extension of
Comment Period

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed rule; extension of
comment period.

SUMMARY: In the December 16, 2014
Federal Register the Environmental
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Protection Agency (EPA) requested
comments by February 17, 2015 on a
proposed rule pertaining to the Regional
Haze and interstate visibility transport
requirements for Texas and the Regional
Haze requirements for Oklahoma. We
also proposed a Federal Implementation
Plan to correct deficiencies identified in
the plans. EPA is extending the public
comment period for this proposal until
April 20, 2015.

DATES: Written comments must be
received on or before April 20, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket No. EPA-R06—
OAR-2014-0754, by one of the
following methods:

¢ Federal e-Rulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the online
instructions for submitting comments.

e Email: R6 TXOKRegionalHaze@
epa.gov.

e Mail: Mr. Guy Donaldson, Chief,
Air Planning Section (6PD-L),
Environmental Protection Agency, 1445
Ross Avenue, Suite 1200, Dallas, Texas
75202-2733.

e Hand or Courier Delivery: Mr. Guy
Donaldson, Chief, Air Planning Section
(6PD-L), Environmental Protection
Agency, 1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200,
Dallas, Texas 75202—2733. Such
deliveries are accepted only between the
hours of 8 a.m. and 4 p.m. weekdays,
and not on legal holidays. Special
arrangements should be made for
deliveries of boxed information.

e Fax:Mr. Guy Donaldson, Chief, Air
Planning Section (6PD-L), at fax
number 214-665-7263.

Instructions: Direct your comments to
Docket No. EPA-R06—0OAR-2014—-0754.
Our policy is that all comments received
will be included in the public docket
without change and may be made
available online at www.regulations.gov,
including any personal information
provided, unless the comment includes
information claimed to be Confidential
Business Information (CBI) or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Do not submit
information that you consider to be CBI
or otherwise protected through
www.regulations.gov or email. The
www.regulations.gov Web site is an
“anonymous access”’ system, which
means we will not know your identity
or contact information unless you
provide it in the body of your comment.
If you send an email comment directly
to us without going through
www.regulations.gov your email address
will be automatically captured and
included as part of the comment that is
placed in the public docket and made
available on the Internet. If you submit
an electronic comment, we recommend

that you include your name and other
contact information in the body of your
comment and with any disk or CD-ROM
you submit. If we cannot read your
comment due to technical difficulties
and cannot contact you for clarification,
we may not be able to consider your
comment. Electronic files should avoid
the use of special characters, any form
of encryption, and be free of any defects
or viruses.

Docket: The index to the docket for
this action is available electronically at
www.regulations.gov and in hard copy
at EPA Region 6, 1445 Ross Avenue,
Suite 700, Dallas, Texas. While all
documents in the docket are listed in
the index, some information may be
publicly available only at the hard copy
location (e.g., copyrighted material), and
some may not be publicly available at
either location (e.g., CBI).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Joe
Kordzi, 214-665-7186, kordzi.joe@
epa.gov. To inspect the hard copy
materials, please schedule an
appointment with Mr. Kordzi or Mr. Bill
Deese at 214—665-7253.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this document wherever
“we,” “us,” or “our” is used, we mean
the EPA. On December 16, 2014, we
published in the Federal Register a
proposed rule pertaining to regional
haze and interstate transport of
pollution affecting visibility (79 FR
74818). Specifically, we proposed to (1)
partially approve and partially
disapprove revisions to the Texas SIP
pertaining to regional haze and
disapprove revisions regarding visibility
protection, (2) disapprove a revision to
the Oklahoma SIP pertaining to regional
haze, and (3) establish a FIP to remedy
these deficiencies. The proposed FIP
would implement SO, emission limits
on fifteen Texas air pollution sources. In
the proposal we requested comments by
February 17, 2015.

We received several requests for an
extension of the comment period and, in
response, have decided to allow an
additional 60 days. We are extending
the comment period to April 20, 2015.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone, Particulate
matter, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Sulfur dioxides,
Visibility, Interstate transport of
pollution, Regional haze, Best available
control technology.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Dated: January 14, 2015.
Wren Stenger,

Multimedia Planning and Permitting Division
Director, Region 6.

[FR Doc. 2015-01164 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Parts 1 and 27

[GN Docket No. 12-268, WT Docket Nos.
14-170, 05-211, RM-11395; DA 15-52]

Updating Competitive Bidding Rules;
Further Extension of Comment and
Reply Comment Periods

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule; extension of
comment and reply comment deadlines.

SUMMARY: In this document, the
Wireless Telecommunications Bureau
(Bureau) further extends the deadline
for filing comments and reply comments
on its Competitive Bidding Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (Competitive
Bidding NPRM), which sought comment
on the revision of certain part 1
competitive bidding rules and provided
notice of the Commission’s intention to
resolve longstanding petitions for
reconsideration.

DATES: Comments are due on or before
February 6, 2015, and reply comments
are due on or before February 26, 2015.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
to the Competitive Bidding NPRM,
identified by GN Docket No. 12-268 and
WT Docket Nos. 14-170, 05-211, by any
of the following methods:

e Electronic Filers: Federal
Communication Commission’s
Electronic Comments Filing System
(ECFS): http://fjallfoss.fcc.gov/ecfs2/.
Follow the instructions for submitting
comments.

e Paper Filers: All hand-delivered or
messenger-delivered paper filings for
the Commission’s Secretary must be
delivered to FCC Headquarters at 445
12th Street SW., Room TW-A325,
Washington, DC 20554. The filing hours
are 8:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Eastern Time
(ET). All hand deliveries must be held
together with rubber bands or fasteners.
Any envelopes and boxes must be
disposed of before entering the building.
Commercial overnight mail (other than
U.S. Postal Service Express Mail and
Priority Mail) must be sent to 9300 East
Hampton Drive, Capitol Heights, MD
20743. U.S. Postal Service first-class,
Express, and Priority mail must be
addressed to 445 12th Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20554.
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e People with Disabilities: To request
materials in accessible formats for
people with disabilities (braille, large
print, electronic files, or audio format),
send an email to fcc504@fcc.gov or call
the Consumer & Governmental Affairs
Bureau at 202—418-0530 (voice), 202—
418-0432 (TTY).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Wireless Telecommunications Bureau,
Auctions and Spectrum Access
Division: Leslie Barnes at (202) 418—
0660.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Bureau’s Order in GN
Docket No. 12-268, DA 15-52, adopted
and released on January 13, 2015. The
complete text of this document is
available for public inspection and
copying from 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. ET
Monday through Thursday or from 8:00
a.m. to 11:30 a.m. ET on Fridays in the
FCC Reference Information Center, 445
12th Street SW., Room CY-A257,
Washington, DC 20554. The complete
text may be purchased from the
Commission’s duplicating contractor,
Best Copy and Printing, Inc. (BCPI),
telephone 202-488-5300, facsimile
202-488-5563, or by contacting BCPI on
its Web site: http://www.BCPIWEB.com.
The complete text is also available on
the Commission’s Web site at http://
wireless.fcc.gov, or by using the search
function on the ECFS Web page at
http://www.fcc.gov/cgb/ecfs/.

Summary

1. The Bureau released an Order on
January 13, 2015, which further extends
the comment and reply comment filing
deadlines established in the Competitive
Bidding NPRM, 79 FR 68172, November
14, 2014. The Federal Communications
Commission (Commission) adopted the
Competitive Bidding NPRM on October
1, 2014, proposing to reform certain of
its general part 1 rules governing
competitive bidding for spectrum
licenses to reflect changes in the
marketplace. The Commission
expressed its intention to act on the
issues raised in the Competitive Bidding
NPRM in time to allow all parties to
account for any changes while planning
for the broadcast incentive auction.
Extending the deadlines for comments
and reply comments in response to the
Competitive Bidding NPRM will
increase the likelihood that interested
parties will be able to take into account
more complete information about the
results of the bidding in Auction 97 and
thereby promote a more comprehensive
record in the proceeding, without
jeopardizing the Bureau’s ability to act
on the Competitive Bidding NPRM
sufficiently in advance of the upcoming

broadcast incentive auction. Given the
Commission’s anticipated schedule for
the broadcast incentive auction, further
extensions for comments in this
proceeding may not be feasible.

2. Pursuant to sections 4(i), 4(j), and
5(c) of the Communications Act of 1934,
as amended, and pursuant to the
authority delegated in 47 CFR 0.131 and
0.331, the Bureau extends the deadlines
for filing comments and reply comments
until February 6, 2015, and February 26,
2015, respectively.

Federal Communications Commission.
Gary D. Michaels,

Deputy Chief, Auctions and Spectrum Access
Division, WTB.

[FR Doc. 2015-01193 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

49 CFR Parts 571, 580, 581, 582, 583,
585, 587, and 588

[Docket No. NHTSA-2014-0110]

Federal Motor Vehicle Safety
Standards; Small Business Impacts of
Motor Vehicle Safety

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA),
Department of Transportation (DOT).
ACTION: Notice of regulatory review;
Request for comments.

SUMMARY: NHTSA seeks comments on
the economic impact of its regulations
on small entities. As required by Section
610 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act, we
are attempting to identify rules that may
have a significant economic impact on

a substantial number of small entities.
We also request comments on ways to
make these regulations easier to read
and understand. The focus of this notice
is rules that specifically relate to
passenger cars, multipurpose passenger
vehicles, trucks, buses, trailers,
motorcycles, and motor vehicle
equipment.

DATES: You should submit comments
early enough to ensure that Docket
Management receives them not later
than March 24, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
[identified by Docket Number NHTSA—
2014-0110] by any of the following
methods:

o Internet: To submit comments
electronically, go to the U.S.
Government regulations Web site at
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the

online instructions for submitting
comments.

e Mail: Send comments to Docket
Management Facility, U.S. Department
of Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., West Building Ground
Floor, Room W12-140, Washington, DC
20590.

e Hand Delivery: If you plan to
submit written comments by hand or
courier, please do so at 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., West Building Ground
Floor, Room W12-140, Washington, DC
between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m. Eastern Time,
Monday through Friday, except federal
holidays.

e Fax: Written comments may be
faxed to 202-493-2251.

¢ You may call Docket Management
at 1-800-647-5527.

Instructions: For detailed instructions
on submitting comments and additional
information see the Comments heading
of the Supplementary Information
section of this document. Note that all
comments received will be posted
without change to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. Please
see the Privacy Act heading in the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Juanita Kavalauskas, Office of
Regulatory Analysis and Evaluation,
National Center for Statistics and
Analysis, National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, U.S. Department
of Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Washington, DC 20590
(telephone 202—-366-2584, fax 202—366—
3189).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Section 610 of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act

A. Background and Purpose

Section 610 of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 (Pub. L. 96—354),
as amended by the Small Business
Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act of
1996 (Pub. L. 104-121), requires
agencies to conduct periodic reviews of
final rules that have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small business entities. The
purpose of the reviews is to determine
whether such rules should be continued
without change, or should be amended
or rescinded, consistent with the
objectives of applicable statutes, to
minimize any significant economic
impact of the rules on a substantial
number of such small entities.

B. Review Schedule

On November 24, 2008, NHTSA
published in the Federal Register (73
FR 71401) a 10-year review plan for its


http://www.fcc.gov/cgb/ecfs/
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existing regulations. The National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration
(NHTSA, “we”’) has divided its rules
into 10 groups by subject area. Each
group will be reviewed once every 10
years, undergoing a two-stage process—
an Analysis Year and a Review Year.
For purposes of these reviews, a year
will coincide with the fall-to-fall
publication schedule of the Semiannual
Regulatory Agenda, see http://
www.regulations.gov. Year 1 (2008)
begins in the fall of 2008 and ends in
the fall of 2009; Year 2 (2009) begins in
the fall of 2009 and ends in the fall of
2010; and so on.

During the Analysis Year, we will
request public comment on and analyze

each of the rules in a given year’s group
to determine whether any rule has a
significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities and, thus,
requires review in accordance with
section 610 of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act. In each fall’s Regulatory Agenda,
we will publish the results of the
analyses we completed during the
previous year. For rules that have
subparts, or other discrete sections of
rules that do have a significant impact
on a substantial number of small
entities, we will announce that we will
be conducting a formal section 610
review during the following 12 months.
The section 610 review will
determine whether a specific rule

should be revised or revoked to lessen
its impact on small entities. We will
consider: (1) The continued need for the
rule; (2) the nature of complaints or
comments received from the public; (3)
the complexity of the rule; (4) the extent
to which the rule overlaps, duplicates,
or conflicts with other federal rules or
with state or local government rules;
and (5) the length of time since the rule
has been evaluated or the degree to
which technology, economic conditions,
or other factors have changed in the area
affected by the rule. At the end of the
Review Year, we will publish the results
of our review. The following table
shows the 10-year analysis and review
schedule:

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION SECTION 610 REVIEWS

Year Regulations to be reviewed Analysis year Review year
49 CFR 571.223 through 571.500, and parts 575 and 579 .........cccccociviriininicii s 2008 2009
23 CFR parts 1200 and 1300 2009 2010
49 CFR parts 501 through 526 and 571.213 ........cciiiiiiiiie s 2010 2011
49 CFR 571.131, 571.217, 571.220, 571.221, and 571.222 .........cccoeceeiirieiereese e 2011 2012
49 CFR 571.101 through 571.110, and 571.135, 571.138 and 571.139 2012 2013
49 CFR parts 529 through 578, except parts 571 and 575 .........cccccevernenne 2013 2014
49 CFR 571.111 through 571.129 and parts 580 through 588 ............cccooiiiiiiiiiiiiicees 2014 2015
49 CFR 571.201 through 571.212 ..ot sne e 2015 2016
49 CFR 571.214 through 571.219, except 571.217 ............. 2016 2017
49 CFR parts 591 through 595 and new parts and subparts 2017 2018

C. Regulations Under Analysis

During Year 7, we will continue to
conduct a preliminary assessment of the

following sections of 49 CFR 571.111
through 571.129, and parts 580 through
588:

Section

Title

571.111
571112
571113 e
571.
571.
571.
571.

Rearview Mirrors.
[Reserved].

Hood Latch System.

Theft Protection.
[Reserved].

Motor Vehicle Brake Fluids.
Retreaded Pneumatic Tires.

571.
571.

Power-Operated Window, Partition, and Roof Panel Systems.

New Pneumatic Tires for Motor Vehicles With a GVWR of More Than 4,536 Kilograms (10,000
Pounds) and Motorcycles.

Tire Selection and Rims and Motor Home/Recreation Vehicle Trailer Load Carrying Capacity Informa-
tion for Motor Vehicles With a GVWR of More Than 4,536 Kilograms (10,000 Pounds).

Air Brake Systems.

Motorcycle Brake Systems.

Motorcycle Brake Systems.

Motorcycle Controls and Displays.

Accelerator Control Systems.

Warning Devices.

Electronic Stability Control Systems.

[Reserved].

[Reserved].

New Non-Pneumatic Tires for Passenger Cars.

Odometer Disclosure Requirements.

Bumper Standard.

Insurance Cost Information Regulation.

Automobile Parts Content Labeling.

Phase-In Reporting Requirements.

[Reserved].

Deformable Barriers.

Child Restraint Systems Recordkeeping Requirements.
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We are seeking comments on whether
any requirements in 49 CFR 571.111
through 571.129, and parts 580 through
588 have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities. “Small entities” include small
businesses, not-for-profit organizations
that are independently owned and
operated and are not dominant in their
fields, and governmental jurisdictions
with populations under 50,000.
Business entities are generally defined
as small businesses by Standard
Industrial Classification (SIC) code, for
the purposes of receiving Small
Business Administration (SBA)
assistance. Size standards established by
SBA in 13 CFR 121.201 are expressed
either in number of employees or
annual receipts in millions of dollars,
unless otherwise specified. The number
of employees or annual receipts
indicates the maximum allowed for a
concern and its affiliates to be
considered small. If your business or
organization is a small entity and if any
of the requirements in 49 CFR 571.111
through 571.129, and parts 580 through
588 have a significant economic impact
on your business or organization, please
submit a comment to explain how and
to what degree these rules affect you,
the extent of the economic impact on
your business or organization, and why
you believe the economic impact is
significant.

If the agency determines that there is
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities, it
will ask for comment in a subsequent
notice during the Review Year on how
these impacts could be reduced without
reducing safety.

II. Plain Language

A. Background and Purpose

Executive Order 12866 and the
President’s memorandum of June 1,
1998, require each agency to write all
rules in plain language. Application of
the principles of plain language
includes consideration of the following
questions:

e Have we organized the material to
suit the public’s needs?

e Are the requirements in the rule
clearly stated?

¢ Does the rule contain technical
language or jargon that is not clear?

e Would a different format (grouping
and order of sections, use of headings,
paragraphing) make the rule easier to
understand?

e Would more (but shorter) sections
be better?

e Could we improve clarity by adding
tables, lists, or diagrams?

e What else could we do to make the
rule easier to understand?

If you have any responses to these
questions, please include them in your
comments on this document.

B. Review Schedule

In conjunction with our section 610
reviews, we will be performing plain
language reviews over a ten-year period
on a schedule consistent with the
section 610 review schedule. We will
review 49 CFR 571.111 through 571.129,
and parts 580 through 588 to determine
if these regulations can be reorganized
and/or rewritten to make them easier to
read, understand, and use. We
encourage interested persons to submit
draft regulatory language that clearly
and simply communicates regulatory
requirements, and other
recommendations, such as for putting
information in tables that may make the
regulations easier to use.

III. Comments

How do I prepare and submit
comments?

Your comments must be written and
in English. To ensure that your
comments are correctly filed in the
Docket, please include the docket
number of this document in your
comments.

Your comments must not be more
than 15 pages long. (49 CFR 553.21.) We
established this limit to encourage you
to write your primary comments in a
concise fashion. However, you may
attach necessary additional documents
to your comments. There is no limit on
the length of the attachments.

Please submit one copy of your
comments, including the attachments,
to Docket Management at the address
given above under ADDRESSES.

Please note that pursuant to the Data
Quality Act, in order for substantive
data to be relied upon and used by the
agency, it must meet the information
quality standards set forth in the OMB
and DOT Data Quality Act guidelines.
Accordingly, we encourage you to
consult the guidelines in preparing your
comments. OMB’s guidelines may be
accessed at http://www.whitehouse.gov/
omb/fedreg reproducible. DOT’s
guidelines may be accessed at http://
dmses.dot.gov/submit/
DataQualityGuidelines.pdyf.

Privacy Act: Anyone is able to search
the electronic form of all comments
received into any of our dockets by the
name of the individual submitting the
comment (or signing the comment, if
submitted on behalf of an association,
business, labor union, etc.). You may
review DOT’s complete Privacy Act
Statement in the Federal Register
published on April 11, 2000 (65 FR

19477-78) or you may visit http://
www.regulations.gov.

How can I be sure that my comments
were received?

If you wish Docket Management to
notify you upon its receipt of your
comments, enclose a self-addressed,
stamped postcard in the envelope
containing your comments. Upon
receiving your comments, Docket
Management will return the postcard by
mail.

How do I submit confidential business
information?

If you wish to submit any information
under a claim of confidentiality, you
should submit three copies of your
complete submission, including the
information you claim to be confidential
business information, to the Chief
Counsel, NHTSA, U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Washington, DC 20590. In
addition, you should submit a copy,
from which you have deleted the
claimed confidential business
information, to Docket Management at
the address given above under
ADDRESSES. When you send a comment
containing information claimed to be
confidential business information, you
should include a cover letter setting
forth the information specified in our
confidential business information
regulation. (49 CFR part 512.)

Will the agency consider late
comments?

We will consider all comments that
Docket Management receives before the
close of business on the comment
closing date indicated above under
DATES. To the extent possible, we will
also consider comments that Docket
Management receives after that date.

How can I read the comments submitted
by other people?

You may read the comments received
by Docket Management at the address
given above under ADDRESSES. The
hours of the Docket are indicated above
in the same location.

You may also see the comments on
the Internet. To read the comments on
the Internet, take the following steps:

(1) Go to the Federal Docket
Management System (FDMS) at http://
www.regulations.gov.

(2) FDMS provides two basic methods
of searching to retrieve dockets and
docket materials that are available in the
system: (a) “Quick Search” to search
using a full-text search engine, or (b)
“Advanced Search,” which displays
various indexed fields such as the
docket name, docket identification
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number, phase of the action, initiating
office, date of issuance, document title,
document identification number, type of
document, Federal Register reference,
CFR citation, etc. Each data field in the
advanced search may be searched
independently or in combination with
other fields, as desired. Each search
yields a simultaneous display of all
available information found in FDMS
that is relevant to the requested subject
or topic.

(3) You may download the comments.
However, since the comments are
imaged documents, instead of word
processing documents, the “pdf”
versions of the documents are word
searchable.

Please note that even after the
comment closing date, we will continue
to file relevant information in the
Docket as it becomes available. Further,
some people may submit late comments.
Accordingly, we recommend that you
periodically check the Docket for new
material.

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 30111, 30168;
delegation of authority at 49 CFR 1.95 and
501.8.

Issued in Washington, DC, on January 20th,
2015.
Terry Shelton,

Associate Administrator, National Center for
Statistics and Analysis.

[FR Doc. 2015-01165 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-59-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 622
[Docket No. 140818679-5042-01]
RIN 0648-BE47

Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Reef Fish
Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico; Red
Snapper Management Measures

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Proposed rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: NMFS proposes to implement
management measures described in
Amendment 40 to the Fishery
Management Plan for the Reef Fish
Resources of the Gulf of Mexico (FMP),
as prepared by the Gulf of Mexico
Fishery Management Council (Council).
If implemented, this rule would
establish a Federal charter vessel/

headboat (for-hire) component and
private angling component within the
recreational sector, allocate the red
snapper recreational quota and annual
catch target (ACT) between the
components based on historical and
recent landings, and establish separate
red snapper season closure provisions
for the Federal for-hire and private
angling components. These measures
would sunset after 3 years unless the
Council takes additional action. The
purpose of Amendment 40 is to define
distinct private angling and Federal for-
hire components of the recreational
sector who fish for red snapper, and
allocate the recreational quota between
these components, to increase the
stability for the for-hire component,
provide a basis for increased flexibility
in future management of the
recreational sector, and minimize the
chance for recreational quota overruns,
which could negatively impact the
rebuilding of the red snapper stock.

DATES: Written comments must be
received on or before March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
on the amendment identified by
“NOAA-NMFS-2014-0107” by any of
the following methods:

¢ Electronic Submission: Submit all
electronic public comments via the
Federal e-Rulemaking Portal. Go to
www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail,D=NOAA-NMFS-2014-
0107, click the “Comment Now!” icon,
complete the required fields, and enter
or attach your comments.

e Mail: Submit written comments to
Peter Hood, Southeast Regional Office,
NMFS, 263 13th Avenue South, St.
Petersburg, FL 33701.

Instructions: Comments sent by any
other method, to any other address or
individual, or received after the end of
the comment period, may not be
considered by NMFS. All comments
received are a part of the public record
and will generally be posted for public
viewing on www.regulations.gov
without change. All personal identifying
information (e.g., name, address, etc.),
confidential business information, or
otherwise sensitive information
submitted voluntarily by the sender will
be publicly accessible. NMFS will
accept anonymous comments (enter “N/
A” in the required fields if you wish to
remain anonymous). Attachments to
electronic comments will be accepted in
Microsoft Word, Excel, or Adobe PDF
file formats only.

Electronic copies of Amendment 40,
which includes an environmental
impact statement, a fishery impact
statement, a Regulatory Flexibility Act
analysis, and a regulatory impact

review, may be obtained from the
Southeast Regional Office Web site at
http://sero.nmfs.noaa.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Peter Hood, Southeast Regional Office,
NMFS, telephone: 727-824-5305; email:
Peter.Hood@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NMFS and
the Council manage the Gulf reef fish
fishery under the FMP. The Council
prepared the FMP and NMFS
implements the FMP through
regulations at 50 CFR part 622 under the
authority of the Magnuson-Stevens Act.

Background

The Magnuson-Stevens Act requires
NMFS and regional fishery management
councils to prevent overfishing and
achieve, on a continuing basis, the
optimum yield (OY) from federally
managed fish stocks. These mandates
are intended to ensure fishery resources
are managed for the greatest overall
benefit to the nation, particularly with
respect to providing food production
and recreational opportunities, and
protecting marine ecosystems.
Amendment 40 includes actions to
define distinct private angling and
Federal for-hire components of the reef
fish recreational sector fishing for red
snapper and allocate red snapper
resources between these two
recreational components. Establishing
these separate components is intended
to increase the stability for the for-hire
component, provide a basis for
increased flexibility in future
management of the recreational sector,
and reduce the likelihood for
recreational quota overruns. As a result,
the actions are intended to prevent
overfishing while achieving the OY,
particularly with respect to recreational
fishing opportunities, while rebuilding
the red snapper stock.

Recreational Red Snapper Fishing

The Gulf red snapper stock is
overfished and currently under a
rebuilding plan until 2032. Consistent
with the rebuilding plan, both
commercial and recreational quotas
have been allowed to increase as the
stock has recovered. The recreational
sector, which has experienced quota
overages and more recently, shorter
seasons, is managed under a quota, bag
and size limits, and closed seasons. The
recreational season length is determined
using projections that rely on previous
years’ landings information. Even
though the recreational quota has
increased in recent years, the season
length has decreased, in part because
the average size of the fish harvested has
increased and red snapper are more
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readily available as the red snapper
population has grown (i.e., it takes fewer
fish that are more easily caught to fill
the quota). Additionally, inconsistent
state regulations require NMFS to
reduce the length of the Federal
recreational fishing season to account
for increased state water harvest and
have made harvest projections more
difficult.

To minimize the chances of the
recreational sector exceeding its quota
and to mitigate for any quota overages,
the Gouncil submitted and NMFS
proposed regulations to implement a
framework action to the FMP to
establish a recreational ACT for red
snapper and an accountability measure
(AM) that requires an overage
adjustment when the recreational quota
is exceeded and red snapper are
overfished (79 FR 69418, November 21,
2014). The recreational ACT, which is
used to set the recreational season
length, is calculated by reducing the
recreational quota by 20 percent. Should
landings exceed the recreational quota,
the framework action includes an
overage adjustment that would reduce
the recreational quota and the
recreational ACT in the year following
the overage by the amount of the quota
overage to mitigate the effects of the
overharvest.

The recreational sector in the Gulf
includes a private angling component
and a for-hire component. The for-hire
component includes charter vessels and
headboats. Those for-hire vessels with a
Federal charter vessel/headboat permit
for Gulf reef fish are allowed to fish for
red snapper in Federal waters, and those
without Federal permits are restricted to
fishing for red snapper in state waters.
Current recreational management
measures are typically applied to the
recreational sector as a whole, without
making a distinction between the
private and for-hire components.
Because recreational red snapper fishing
seasons in Federal waters have been
getting shorter, red snapper fishing
opportunities for both the for-hire and
private angling components have been
reduced.

There has been a moratorium on the
issuance of new Federal charter vessel/
headboat permits for Gulf reef fish since
2003. This means that no additional
Federal permits are available. This also
means that access to these vessels is
limited to the recreational anglers that
pay to fish from these permitted vessels.
There is no limit to the number of
anglers fishing from private recreational
vessels that target reef fish species.
Private recreational vessels can harvest
red snapper in state waters if the state
season is open when the Federal season

is closed. There is also no limit to the
number of state-issued permits for for-
hire vessels operating in state waters.
These state-permitted for-hire vessels
may harvest federally managed species
in state waters only; they may not take
paying passengers on trips to harvest
federally managed species from Federal
waters. Over time, the number of private
recreational anglers (state licensed) has
increased, while the number of vessels
with Federal charter vessels/headboat
permits for Gulf reef fish has decreased.
As aresult, private vessel landings over
time have represented a greater
proportion of the recreational harvest as
a whole. For example, in 2003, NMFS
estimates that the Federal for-hire
component caught 47.3 percent of the
recreational harvest while the private
angling component caught 52.7 percent.
By 2013, the Federal for-hire component
portion had declined to 16.7 percent of
the recreational harvest while the
private angling component had
increased to 83.3 percent. By
establishing separate sectors, NMFS
intends to stabilize the Federal for-hire
component’s participation in the sector.

Establishing separate components is
also intended to provide a basis for
flexible management that can be tailored
to the needs of each component, thereby
reducing the likelihood for recreational
quota overruns which could negatively
impact the rebuilding of the red snapper
stock. The landings data for each
component have different degrees of
uncertainty because of differences in
how recreational data are collected.
Private angler data is derived from
surveys whereas for-hire data is
collected through surveys and logbooks.
In addition, the number of for-hire
vessels is known and is much smaller
than vessels operated by private anglers.
When private recreational landings
estimates that have a higher degree of
uncertainty are combined with for-hire
landings data, it is more difficult to
project when the season should close
and less effective management measures
may be implemented in the recreational
sector. Separating management of the
components is expected to improve the
projections of when the recreational
quota is reached and create a platform
for future management of the
recreational sector that can focus on
maximizing opportunities for each
component.

Management Measures Contained in
This Proposed Rule

If implemented, this proposed rule
would: Establish a Federal for-hire and
a private angling component within the
Gulf recreational sector fishing for red
snapper; establish a Federal for-hire

quota and a private angling quota based
on the component allocation of the red
snapper recreational quota that was
selected in Amendment 40; and
establish separate red snapper ACTs and
seasonal closure provisions for the two
components. Under a sunset provision,
these management measures would only
be in effect for 3 years.

Establishing Private Angling and
Federal For-Hire Components

This proposed rule would establish a
Federal for-hire and a private angling
component within the Gulf recreational
sector fishing for red snapper. The
Federal for-hire component would
include operators of vessels with
Federal charter vessel/headboat permits
for Gulf reef fish and the private angling
component would include anglers
fishing from private vessels and state-
permitted for-hire vessels (for purpose
of calculating landings for the
recreational sector as a whole). The
Council’s rationale for establishing these
components is to increase the stability
for the Federal for-hire component,
provide a basis for increased flexibility
in future management of the
recreational sector, and minimize the
chance for recreational quota overruns.
The biological effects analyses in
Amendment 40 also explain that
Amendment 40 is likely to have positive
indirect effects on discard mortality as
compared to the status quo. Thus,
NMFS has made a preliminary
determination that Amendment 40 and
this proposed rule are consistent with
National Standard 5, which requires
that conservation and management
measures, where practicable, consider
efficiency in the utilization of fishery
resources but prohibits any such
measure from having economic
allocation as its sole purpose.

NMEF'S has also made a preliminary
determination that creating the two
components is consistent with the
requirement in National Standard 4 that
conservation and management measures
not discriminate between residents of
different States. Because red snapper
availability and abundance in state
waters can vary regionally, fishing
opportunities for individual fishermen
in the private-angling component may
vary if the Gulf States set inconsistent
state seasons. However, the actions in
Amendment 40 do not differentiate
between residents of different states. For
the private-angling component, there
will be a single Federal season in the
EEZ off all Gulf states that will be
determined using past landings data and
will take into account any harvest
allowed in state waters.
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Section 407(d) of the Magnuson-
Stevens Act requires separate quotas for
commercial and recreational fishing
(which for the purposes of the
subsection includes charter fishing), and
a prohibition on the retention of fish
when each quota is reached. There is
nothing in this section, or elsewhere in
the Magnuson-Stevens Act, that
prohibits the Council from further sub-
dividing the recreational quota among
different components of the recreational
sector to further improve the
management of the fishery, and this
approach is one that has been used
repeatedly by fishery management
councils nationwide as consistent with
the authority provided in the Act. See
e.g., 16 U.S.C. 1853(b)(3)(A) (allowing
the councils to establish specified
limitations which are necessary and
appropriate for the conservation and
management of the fishery on the—"“(A)
catch of fish (based on area, species,
size, number, weight, sex, bycatch, total
biomass, or other factors)’’). The one
constraint on managing the two
components of the recreational sector
independently in section 407(d) is the
mandate to prohibit the retention of red
snapper when the recreational red
snapper quota is reached. Consistent
with this requirement, the proposed rule
would not change the total recreational
quota or the requirement that the
recreational sector be closed when that
total quota is reached. Thus, if NMFS
determines that the Gulf-wide
recreational quota has been met, all
recreational fishing will be prohibited
regardless of whether one component
has remaining allocation. As explained
below, the use of an ACT to set the
component season length will reduce
the likelihood of this occurring.

Quotas

This rule would establish component
quotas based on the allocation of the
recreational quota selected in
Amendment 40 with 42.3 percent of the
quota going to the Federal for-hire
component and 57.7 percent going to
the private angling component. Given a
2015 recreational quota of 5.390 million
lb (2.445 million kg), the rule would set
the Federal for-hire component quota at
2,279,970 1b (1,034,177 kg), round
weight and the private angling
component quota at 3,110,030 lb
(1,410,686 kg), round weight.

In determining the allocation, the
Council considered eight alternatives
that were based on average percentages
of red snapper harvested by the Federal
for-hire and the private angling
components during various time
intervals between 1986 and 2013. These
allocation alternatives were calculated

using revised landings data and models
developed from a Marine Recreational
Information Program calibration
workshop. This workshop evaluated the
potential effects of a change in sampling
design in 2013 that resulted in increased
estimates of red snapper recreational
effort and landings. In order to ensure
that the Council’s allocation decision
was based on the best scientific
information available, the preliminary
results of this workshop were presented
to the Council at the October 2014
meeting and the Council was advised
that the preferred allocation reflected in
the briefing book version of Amendment
40 could change by up to £3.3 percent.
The Council discussed this new
information before submitting
Amendment 40 to the Secretary of
Commerce for review and
implementation. When the final results
from the workshop were incorporated in
Amendment 40, 1.7 percent of the
recreational quota was shifted from the
Federal for-hire component to the
private angling component. This did not
result in any changes to the season
length projections included in
Amendment 40 that estimated the
Federal for-hire and private angling
fishing seasons if sector separation had
been implemented in 2014.

The Council also considered the
analysis included in Amendment 40
that addressed the economic impacts of
establishing the two recreational sector
components and allocating the
recreational quota between these two
components. A quantitative economic
analysis is not presented in the
amendment, because the information
required for such an analysis is not
available. However, Amendment 40
includes an extensive qualitative
economic analysis based on the best
scientific information available. NMFS
has made a preliminary determination
that Amendment 40 and the proposed
rule are consistent with the mandate in
National Standard 8 to use economic
and social data that meet the
requirements of National Standard 2,
which states that conservation and
management measures shall be based on
the best scientific information available.

The Council selected the alternative
that combined the longest time period of
available landings (1986-2013) with
landings from a more recent range of
years (2006—2013). Averages from each
of the two time periods were then
equally weighted to determine the
allocation. The Council selected this
allocation because it reflects both
historical changes in the recreational
sector as well as current conditions. It
is also an approach used by the Council
in setting allocations for other species

(e.g., the jurisdictional apportionment of
black grouper and yellowtail snapper
resources between the Gulf and South
Atlantic Councils).

NMFS has made a preliminary
determination that this allocation is fair
and equitable, and does not
discriminate directly or indirectly
among residents of different states,
consistent with National Standard 4.
NMFS recognizes that the allocation
could limit the length of the Federal
fishing season for the private-angling
component. However, increasing effort,
larger fish in the population as the
species rebuilds, and inconsistent state
seasons have already limited
recreational fishing opportunities for
red snapper in Federal waters, resulting
most recently in a 9-day Federal fishing
season in 2014. In addition, a shorter
Federal fishing season for the private-
angling component will likely be offset
by any extended state fishing seasons;
private anglers are able to fish for red
snapper in state waters outside the
Federal fishing season. By separating
the sectors, Amendment 40 is expected
to increase the total benefits to the
recreational sector by stabilizing the
Federal for-hire component’s
participation in the sector, creating a
platform for future management that can
focus on maximizing opportunities for
each component, reducing discard
mortality, and reducing the likelihood
of recreational quota overruns.

NMEF'S has also made a preliminary
determination that Amendment 40 and
the proposed rule is consistent with
National Standard 10, which requires
that conservation and management
measures, to the extent practicable,
promote the safety of human life at sea.
As noted above, a shorter Federal
fishing season for the private-angling
component will be offset by any
extended state fishing seasons, reducing
any incentive to fish in unsafe
conditions. In addition, unlike
commercial fishermen, private anglers
do not have an economic incentive to
fish in unsafe conditions. Thus, NMFS
has determined that it is unlikely that
private anglers will attempt to fish for
red snapper in Federal waters in
hazardous weather conditions.

Recreational Season Closure Provisions

The proposed rule would establish
separate red snapper seasonal closure
provisions for the Federal for-hire and
private angling components based on
each component’s ACT. Each
component’s season would begin on
June 1 and the season length would be
projected from each component’s ACT.
The ACTs would be reduced from each
component’s quota by 20 percent. This
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is intended to reduce the likelihood that
either component will exceed its quota.
In 2014, the recreational fishing season
was set based on an ACT that was 20
percent below the recreational quota
and preliminary landings estimates
indicate that this was effective in
constraining recreational landings to the
quota.

Given the respective component
quotas given above, the Federal charter
vessel/headboat component ACT would
be 1.824 million 1b (0.827 million kg),
round weight, and the private angling
ACT would be 2.488 million 1b (1.129
million kg), round weight. Season
lengths would be determined after more
information about 2014 recreational
landings data and the results of an
update stock assessment are available.

Sunset Provision

This rule would implement a 3-year
sunset provision for the establishment
of the Federal for-hire and private
angling components and associated
management measures. For example, if
this rule is implemented in time for the
June 1, 2015, Federal recreational
fishing season, the components and
associated management measures would
be effective through the end of the 2017
fishing year, on December 31, 2017. For
these components and management
measures to extend beyond 3 years, the
Council would need to take further
action.

Red Snapper Framework Action

As noted above, NMFS published a
proposed rule to implement a
framework action to the FMP to revise
the recreational AMs for red snapper
and establish a recreational ACT for red
snapper (79 FR 69418, November 21,
2014). That proposed rule added
paragraph (q) to §622.41, and this
proposed rule would revise paragraph
(q) to §622.41 to include component
specific ACTs and closure provisions.
The final rule for the framework action
is under development and is expected to
publish before a final rule implementing
Amendment 40 is published.

Classification

Pursuant to section 304(b)(1)(A) of the
Magnuson-Stevens Act, the Assistant
Administrator for Fisheries has
determined that this proposed rule is
consistent with Amendment 40, the
FMP, the Magnuson-Stevens Act, and
other applicable law, subject to further
consideration after public comment.

This proposed rule has been
determined to be not significant for
purposes of Executive Order 12866.

The Chief Counsel for Regulation of
the Department of Commerce certified

to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy of the
Small Business Administration (SBA)
that this proposed rule, if implemented,
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. The factual basis for this
determination is as follows:

The purpose of this proposed rule is
to establish distinct private angling and
Federal for-hire components of the
recreational sector that harvests red
snapper and allocate the allowable
portion of the red snapper resource
between these two components to
facilitate the development of
management approaches tailored to
each component. The Magnuson-
Stevens Act provides the statutory basis
for this proposed rule.

This proposed rule, if implemented,
would directly affect all vessels with a
Federal charter vessel/headboat permit
for Gulf reef fish (hereafter referred to as
a for-hire permit). For-hire vessels that
only have a state permit would not be
directly affected because they cannot
take paying passengers to fish for red
snapper in the EEZ. Headboats, which
charge a fee per passenger, and charter
vessels, which charge a fee on a whole
vessel basis, are types of vessel
operations that participate in the for-
hire fishing sector. A Federal for-hire
permit is required for for-hire vessels to
harvest reef fish species, including red
snapper, in the Gulf exclusive economic
zone. On May 29, 2014, there were
1,336 valid (non-expired) or renewable
Gulf reef fish for-hire permits. A
renewable permit is an expired permit
that may not be actively fished, but is
renewable for up to 1 year after
expiration. Although the for-hire permit
application collects information on the
primary method of operation, the permit
itself does not identify the permitted
vessel as either a headboat or a charter
vessel and vessels may operate in both
capacities. However, only federally
permitted headboats are required to
submit harvest and effort information to
the NMFS Southeast Region Headboat
Survey (SRHS). Participation in the
SRHS is based on determination by the
Southeast Fishery Science Center that
the vessel primarily operates as a
headboat. Sixty-seven vessels were
registered in the SHRS as of April 8,
2014. As a result, the estimated 1,336
vessels expected to be directly affected
by this proposed rule are expected to
consist of 1,269 charter vessels and 67
headboats. The average charter vessel is
estimated to receive approximately
$83,000 (2013 dollars) in annual
revenue. The average headboat is
estimated to receive approximately
$251,000 (2013 dollars) in annual
revenue.

NMFS has not identified any other
small entities that might be directly
affected by this proposed rule.

The Small Business Administration
has established size criteria for all major
industry sectors in the U.S., including
fish harvesters. A business involved in
the for-hire fishing industry is classified
as a small business if it is independently
owned and operated, is not dominant in
its field of operation (including its
affiliates), and has combined annual
receipts not in excess of $7.5 million
(NAICS code 487210, for-hire
businesses) for all its affiliated
operations worldwide. All for-hire
businesses expected to be directly
affected by this proposed rule are
believed to be small business entities.

This proposed rule contains three
actions that would establish separate
Federal for-hire and private angler
components for the recreational harvest
of red snapper in the Gulf, specify the
red snapper quota for each component,
and set separate red snapper season
closure provisions, based on the annual
catch target, for each component. These
proposed management changes would
sunset after 3 years. Collectively, these
actions would be expected to result in
increased economic benefits to for-hire
small business entities because they
would increase the management
flexibility to implement component-
specific measures designed to increase
the economic benefits accruing to each
component. The immediate direct
economic benefits of this proposed rule
primarily, if not exclusively, would be
expected to result from the specification
of a for-hire component quota.
Establishing the for-hire component
would establish the platform on which
to specify an allocation. Otherwise, no
other immediate direct effects would
accrue to this action. Establishing
separate components, however, would
enable future management changes that
may be expected to result in increased
economic benefits to small entities.
These effects would be a direct effect of
these future changes, and would be
evaluated at that time, and not a direct
effect of this proposed rule. Separate
seasonal closure provisions would both
aid the development of future
component-specific management
measures designed to increase economic
benefits, and help ensure that the
benefits expected to accrue to separate
component quotas are realized.

The proposed for-hire quota would
result from an allocation of 42.3 percent,
that is larger than the portion of the
allowable red snapper harvest taken by
for-hire anglers in 2013 (18 percent) and
the average annual harvest of 2011-2013
(23 percent). As a result, the proposed
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quota would be expected to result in an
increase in the red snapper harvest by
for-hire anglers, an increase in the
number of anglers that harvest red
snapper from Federal for-hire vessels
and, in turn, an increase in revenue and
profits to for-hire vessels carrying these
anglers. Meaningful estimation of the
total increase in revenue and profits
across the entire industry (all Federal
for-hire vessels) or per vessel is not
possible with available data. Increasing
the amount of red snapper that can be
harvested by anglers fishing from
Federal for-hire vessels would be
expected to increase the number of days
red snapper may be harvested by these
anglers. Because this would augment
the “harvest opportunity” provided by a
Federal for-hire vessel during the
potentially extended season, some
Federal for-hire vessels may be able to
charge a higher price if angler demand
is sufficient. Perhaps more importantly,
only a portion of the increased
allowable harvest by for-hire anglers
would be expected to be taken on new
trips. The remaining portion of the
quota would be harvested on trips that
would occur even if the red snapper
season were closed, but could now keep
red snapper as a result of the increase
in the quota and associated extended
season. Federal for-hire revenue would
only increase if higher fees are charged
or new trips occur. However, because
competition would be expected to
reduce the opportunity to increase for-
hire prices, increases in revenue, and
associated profits, are more likely to
come from new trips. The proposed
sunset provision would be expected to
limit the duration of these effects, but
not the amount or direction (increased
revenue and profits) of these effects.

Because of the uncertainty associated
with these factors, meaningful estimates
of the expected change in revenue or
profits cannot be generated.
Nevertheless, the net effect of the
actions in this proposed rule is expected
to be an increase in profit to the affected
Federal for-hire small business entities.

Because this proposed rule, if
implemented, would not be expected to
have a significant direct adverse
economic effect on a substantial number
of small entities, an initial regulatory
flexibility analysis is not required and
none has been prepared.

List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 622

Fisheries, Fishing, Gulf, Quotas,
Recreational, Red Snapper.

Dated: January 16, 2015.
Samuel D. Rauch III,
Deputy Assistant Administrator for
Regulatory Programs, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

For the reasons set out in the
preamble, 50 CFR part 622 is proposed
to be amended as follows:

PART 622—FISHERIES OF THE
CARIBBEAN, GULF OF MEXICO, AND
SOUTH ATLANTIC

m 1. The authority citation for part 622
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.

m 2. In § 622.8, paragraphs (a) and (c) are
revised to read as follows:

§622.8 Quotas—general.

(a) Quotas apply for the fishing year
for each species, species group, sector or
component, unless accountability
measures are implemented during the
fishing year pursuant to the applicable
annual catch limits and accountability
measures sections of subparts B through
V of this part due to a quota overage
occurring the previous year, in which
case a reduced quota will be specified
through notification in the Federal
Register. Annual quota increases are
contingent on the total allowable catch
for the applicable species not being
exceeded in the previous fishing year. If
the total allowable catch is exceeded in
the previous fishing year, the RA will
file a notification with the Office of the
Federal Register to maintain the quota
for the applicable species, sector or
component from the previous fishing
year for following fishing years, unless
the best scientific information available
determines maintaining the quota from
the previous year is unnecessary. Except
for the quotas for Gulf and South
Atlantic coral, the quotas include
species harvested from state waters
adjoining the EEZ.

* * * * *

(c) Reopening. When a species, sector
or component has been closed based on
a projection of the quota specified in
this part, or the ACL specified in the
applicable annual catch limits and
accountability measures sections of
subparts B through V of this part being
reached and subsequent data indicate
that the quota or ACL was not reached,
the Assistant Administrator may file a
notification to that effect with the Office
of the Federal Register. Such
notification may reopen the species,
sector or component to provide an
opportunity for the quota or ACL to be
harvested.

m 3.In §622.39, paragraphs (a)(2)(i) and
(c) are revised to read as follows:

§622.39 Quotas.
* * * * *

(a) * x %

(2) * x %

(i) Recreational quota for red snapper.
(A) Total recreational quota (Federal
charter vessel/headboat and private
angling component quotas combined)—
5.390 million Ib (2.445 million kg),
round weight.

(B) Federal charter vessel/headboat
component quota—2,279,970 1b
(1,034,177 kg), round weight. The
Federal charter vessel/headboat
component quota applies to vessels that
have a valid Federal charter vessel/
headboat permit for Gulf reef fish any
time during the fishing year. This
component quota is effective for only
the 2015, 2016, and 2017 fishing years.
For the 2018 and subsequent fishing
years, the total recreational quota
specified in § 622.39(a)(2)(i)(A) will
apply to the recreational sector.

(C) Private angling component
quota—3,110,030 1b (1,410,686 kg),
round weight. The private angling
component quota applies to vessels that
fish under the bag limit and do not have
a Federal charter vessel/headboat permit
for Gulf reef fish any time during the
fishing year. This component quota is
effective for only the 2015, 2016, and
2017 fishing years. For the 2018 and
subsequent fishing years, the total
recreational quota specified in
§622.39(a)(2)(i)(A) will apply to the
recreational sector.

(c) Restrictions applicable after a
recreational quota closure or
recreational component quota closure.
The bag limit for the applicable species
for the recreational sector or recreational
sector component in or from the Gulf
EEZ is zero. When the Federal charter
vessel/headboat component is closed or
the entire recreational sector is closed,
this bag and possession limit applies in
the Gulf on board a vessel for which a
valid Federal charter vessel/headboat
permit for Gulf reef fish has been issued,
without regard to where such species
were harvested, i.e. in state or Federal
waters.

m 4.In §622.41, paragraph (q) is revised
to read as follows:

§622.41 Annual catch limits (ACLS),
annual catch targets (ACTs), and
accountability measures (AMs).

* * * * *

(q) Red snapper—(1) Commercial
sector. The IFQ) program for red snapper
in the Gulf of Mexico serves as the
accountability measure for commercial
red snapper. The commercial ACL for
red snapper is equal to the commercial
quota specified in § 622.39(a)(1)(i).
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(2) Recreational sector. (i) The AA
will determine the length of the red
snapper recreational fishing season, or
recreational fishing seasons for the
Federal charter vessel/headboat and
private angling components, based on
when recreational landings are
projected to reach the recreational ACT,
or respective recreational component
ACT specified in paragraph (q)(2)(iii) of
this section, and announce the closure
date(s) in the Federal Register. These
seasons will serve as in-season
accountability measures. On and after
the effective date of the recreational
closure or recreational component
closure notifications, the bag and
possession limit for red snapper or for
the respective component is zero. When
the recreational sector or Federal charter
vessel/headboat component is closed,
this bag and possession limit applies in
the Gulf on board a vessel for which a
valid Federal charter vessel/headboat

permit for Gulf reef fish has been issued,
without regard to where such species
were harvested, i.e., in state or Federal
waters.

(ii) In addition to the measures
specified in paragraph (q)(2)(i) of this
section, if red snapper recreational
landings, as estimated by the SRD,
exceed the total recreational quota
specified in § 622.39(a)(2)(i)(A), and red
snapper are overfished, based on the
most recent Status of U.S. Fisheries
Report to Congress, the AA will file a
notification with the Office of the
Federal Register to reduce the total
recreational quota by the amount of the
quota overage in the prior fishing year,
and if applicable, reduce the
recreational component ACTs specified
in paragraph (q)(2)(iii) of this section
(based on the buffer between the
component ACTs and the total
recreational quota specified in the
FMP), unless the best scientific

information available determines that a
greater, lesser, or no overage adjustment
is necessary.

(iii) The recreational ACL is equal to
the total recreational quota specified in
§622.39(b)(2)(i)(A). The total
recreational ACT for red snapper is
4.312 million 1b (1.956 million kg),
round weight. The recreational
component ACTs for red snapper are
1.824 million b (0.827 million kg),
round weight, for the Federal charter
vessel/headboat component and 2.488
million Ib (1.129 million kg), round
weight, for the private angling
component. These recreational
component ACTs are effective for only
the 2015, 2016, and 2017 fishing years.
For the 2018 and subsequent fishing
years, the total recreational ACT will
apply to the recreational sector.

[FR Doc. 2015-01145 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

[Docket No. APHIS-2014-0074]

Notice of Request for Revision to and
Extension of Approval of an
Information Collection; Interstate
Movement of Sheep and Goats and
Recordkeeping for Approved Livestock
Facilities and Slaughtering and
Rendering Establishments

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Revision to and extension of
approval of an information collection;
comment request.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, this
notice announces the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service’s intention to
request a revision to and extension of
approval of an information collection
associated with regulations for the
interstate movement of sheep and goats
and recordkeeping for approved
livestock facilities and slaughtering and
rendering establishments.

DATES: We will consider all comments
that we receive on or before March 24,
2015.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
by either of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0074.

e Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery:
Send your comment to Docket No.
APHIS-2014-0074, Regulatory Analysis
and Development, PPD, APHIS, Station
3A-03.8, 4700 River Road Unit 118,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1238.

Supporting documents and any
comments we receive on this docket
may be viewed at http://
www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0074 or
in our reading room, which is located in

Room 1141 of the USDA South
Building, 14th Street and Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC. Normal
reading room hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
holidays. To be sure someone is there to
help you, please call (202) 799-7039
before coming.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information on the interstate movement
of sheep and goats and recordkeeping
for approved livestock facilities and
slaughtering and rendering
establishments, contact Dr. Gary S. Ross,
Senior Staff Veterinarian, Surveillance,
Cattle Health Center, VS, APHIS, 4700
River Road Unit 43, Riverdale, MD
20737; (301) 851-3535. For copies of
more detailed information on the
information collection, contact Ms.
Kimberly Hardy, APHIS’ Information
Collection Coordinator, at (301) 851—
2727.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: Interstate Movement of Sheep
and Goats and Recordkeeping for
Approved Livestock Facilities and
Slaughtering and Rendering
Establishments.

OMB Control Number: 0579-0258.

Type of Request: Revision to and
extension of approval of an information
collection.

Abstract: Under the Animal Health
Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 8301 et seq.),
the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s
(USDA'’s) Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service (APHIS) is
authorized, among other things, to
prohibit or restrict the interstate
movement of animals and animal
products to prevent the dissemination
within the United States of animal
diseases and pests of livestock and to
conduct programs to detect, control, and
eradicate pests and diseases of livestock.
In support of this mission, APHIS’
Veterinary Services (VS) prohibits or
restricts the interstate movement of
livestock that have, or have been
exposed to, certain diseases.

APHIS regulations in 9 CFR part 71
restrict the interstate movement of
livestock, including sheep and goats, to
control the spread of disease and
include provisions for livestock
facilities that handle livestock moving
in interstate commerce to be approved
by APHIS. These requirements are
intended to ensure that such facilities
are constructed and operated in a
manner that will help prevent the

spread of disease and involve
information collection activities,
including an Approval of Livestock
Facilities Agreement and recordkeeping.

The regulations in § 71.20 contain
provisions under which livestock
facilities ! may acquire and retain status
as an approved facility. To obtain
approval, facilities must enter into an
agreement with APHIS in which they
agree to follow certain procedures when
handling livestock entering the facility.
Part of this agreement states that
documents such as weight tickets, sales
slips, and records of origin,
identification, and destination that
relate to livestock that are in, or that
have been in, the facility shall be
maintained by the facility for a period
of 5 years (2 years if the records regard
only swine or poultry). Such records
would be critical in the event that
APHIS or State animal health officials
needed to conduct a disease traceback
investigation.

Section 71.20 also requires, among
other things, authorized personnel at
approved livestock facilities to sign an
agreement that they will meet the
requirements listed in that section, such
as ensuring the facilities contain well-
constructed and well-lighted livestock
handling chutes, pens, alleys, and sales
rings and allowing APHIS or its
representatives to inspect, officially
identify, vaccinate, take blood and
tissue specimens for testing purposes.

Section 71.21 of the regulations
requires, among other things, authorized
personnel at listed slaughtering and
rendering facilities to sign an agreement
that they will meet the requirements
listed in that section, such as providing
office and sample collection space and
allowing APHIS or its representatives to
take blood and tissue specimens from
livestock, record the identification of
animals, retain any external or internal
identification devices, and conduct
records inspections. The listing
agreement is the VS Listing Agreement
for a Slaughter Establishment Handling
Livestock or Livestock Carcasses (Non-

10n January 2, 2015, APHIS published a
proposed rule in the Federal Register (80 FR 6-13,
Docket No. APHIS-2014-0018) that proposes to
amend the regulations governing approval of
facilities that receive livestock moved in interstate
commerce. In that document, we propose to add
and define the term approved livestock marketing
facility in the regulations. If the proposed rule is
finalized, we will revise this collection at the next
request for extension of approval of this information
collection.


http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0074
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0074
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0074
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0074
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0074
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Poultry) in Interstate Commerce
Pursuant to Title 9, Code of Federal
Regulations (VS Form 10-6).

This notice includes a description of
the information collection requirements
currently approved by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
recordkeeping for approved livestock
facilities and slaughtering and rendering
establishments under number 0579—
0342, and for the interstate movement of
sheep and goats under number 0579—
0258. These collections pertain to the
same regulations (§§71.20 and 71.21);
therefore, we will consolidate them into
one collection. After OMB approves and
combines the burden for both
collections under one collection
(number 0579-0258), the Department
will retire number 0579-0342.

We are asking OMB to approve our
use of these information collection
activities, as described, for an additional
3 years.

The purpose of this notice is to solicit
comments from the public (as well as
affected agencies) concerning our
information collection. These comments
will help us:

(1) Evaluate whether the collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;

(2) Evaluate the accuracy of our
estimate of the burden of the collection
of information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;

(3) Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and

(4) Minimize the burden of the
collection of information on those who
are to respond, through use, as
appropriate, of automated, electronic,
mechanical, and other collection
technologies; e.g., permitting electronic
submission of responses.

Estimate of burden: The public
reporting burden for this collection of
information is estimated to average 0.5
hours per response.

Respondents: Livestock marketing
facility personnel, owners or operators
of livestock facilities that handle
animals moving interstate, authorized
personnel at listed slaughter and
rendering facilities, and State animal
health officials.

Estimated annual number of
respondents: 234.

Estimated annual number of
responses per respondent: 5.

Estimated annual number of
responses: 1,026.

Estimated total annual burden on
respondents: 546 hours. (Due to
averaging, the total annual burden hours
may not equal the product of the annual

number of responses multiplied by the
reporting burden per response.)

All responses to this notice will be
summarized and included in the request
for OMB approval. All comments will
also become a matter of public record.

Done in Washington, DC, this 16th day of
January 2015.

Kevin Shea,

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-01054 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

[Docket No. APHIS-2014-0096]

Notice of Availability of a Pest List for
the Interstate Movement of Fresh Sea
Asparagus Tips From Hawaii Into the
Continental United States

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: We are advising the public
that we have prepared a pest list and
risk management document regarding
the risks associated with the interstate
movement of fresh sea asparagus tips
from Hawaii into the continental United
States. Based on these documents, we
have determined that the application of
one or more designated phytosanitary
measures will be sufficient to mitigate
the risks of introducing or disseminating
plant pests or noxious weeds via the
movement of fresh sea asparagus tips
from Hawaii. We are making these
documents available to the public for
review and comment.

DATES: We will consider all comments
that we receive on or before March 24,
2015.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
by either of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0096.

e Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery:
Send your comment to Docket No.
APHIS-2014-0096, Regulatory Analysis
and Development, PPD, APHIS, Station
3A-03.8, 4700 River Road Unit 118,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1238.

Supporting documents and any
comments we receive on this docket
may be viewed at http://
www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0096 or
in our reading room, which is located in
room 1141 of the USDA South Building,
14th Street and Independence Avenue

SW., Washington, DC. Normal reading
room hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except
holidays. To be sure someone is there to
help you, please call (202) 799-7039
before coming.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
David Lamb, Senior Regulatory Policy
Specialist, PPQ, APHIS, 4700 River
Road Unit 133, Riverdale, MD 20737—
1231; (301) 851-2103.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the
regulations in “Subpart—Regulated
Articles From Hawaii and the
Territories”” (7 CFR 318.13—1 through
318.13-26, referred to below as the
regulations), the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service (APHIS) of
the U.S. Department of Agriculture
prohibits or restricts the interstate
movement of fruits and vegetables from
Hawaii, Puerto Rico, the U.S. Virgin
Islands, Guam, and the Commonwealth
of the Northern Mariana Islands to the
continental United States to prevent the
spread of plant pests and noxious weeds
that occur in Hawaii and the territories.

Section 318.13—4 contains a
performance-based process for
approving the interstate movement of
certain fruits and vegetables from
Hawaii and the U.S. territories that,
based on the findings of a pest list, can
be safely moved subject to one or more
of the six designated phytosanitary
measures listed in § 318.13—4(b).

APHIS received a request from the
Hawaii Department of Agriculture to
allow the interstate movement of fresh
sea asparagus tips (Salicornia bigelovii
Torr.) to the continental United States.
Hawaii has indicated a specific interest
in production and shipment of fresh sea
asparagus tips, which are currently
prohibited from interstate movement
from Hawaii to the continental United
States.

We have prepared a pest list to
identify pests of quarantine significance
that could follow the pathway of
interstate movement into the
continental United States. Based on that
pest list, we prepared a risk
management document (RMD) to
identify phytosanitary measures that
could be applied to the commodity to
mitigate the pest risk. We have
concluded that fresh sea asparagus tips
can be safely moved from Hawaii to the
continental United States using one or
more of the six designated phytosanitary
measures listed in § 318.13—4(b).
Specifically, fresh seas asparagus tips
would have to be moved interstate as
commercial consignments only and be
subject to pre-departure inspection in
Hawaii prior to interstate movement
into the continental United States.


http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0096
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0096
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0096
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0096
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0096
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Therefore, in accordance with
§ 318.13—4(c), we are announcing the
availability of our pest list and RMD for
public review and comment. The
documents may be viewed on the
Regulations.gov Web site or in our
reading room (see ADDRESSES above for
a link to Regulations.gov and
information on the location and hours of
the reading room). You may request
paper copies of the pest list and RMD
by calling or writing to the person listed
under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT. Please refer to the subject of
the analysis when requesting copies.

After reviewing any comments we
receive, we will announce our decision
regarding the interstate movement of
fresh sea asparagus tips from Hawaii in
a subsequent notice. If the overall
conclusions of our analysis and the
Administrator’s determination of risk
remain unchanged following our
consideration of the comments, then we
will authorize the interstate movement
of fresh sea asparagus tips from Hawaii
into the continental United States
subject to the requirements specified in
the RMD.

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 7701-7772 and 7781—
7786; 7 CFR 2.22, 2.80, and 371.3.

Done in Washington, DG, this 16th day of
January 2015.
Kevin Shea,

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-01148 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Notice of Public Open House Meetings
for the Tongass Land and Resource
Management Plan Amendment

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Tongass National Forest
is working to complete an amendment
to the Tongass Land and Resource
Management Plan (forest plan) by
August 2016. The scope of the plan
amendment is narrowly focused to
accomplish a transition to young growth
management as provided in the
Secretary’s Memorandum (1044-009),
and to make renewable energy
development more permissive on the
Tongass. Changes to the forest plan are
being developed under the new
National Forest System land
management planning rule (36 CFR part
219) (2012 planning rule), and embody
the provisions of the National Forest
Management Act. The Tongass is the

first national forest to amend a plan
completed under the 1982 planning rule
using the 2012 planning rule.

Based on public scoping comments
received on the Notice of Intent (NOI)
that was published in the Federal
Register (FR) on May 27, 2014 (79 FR
30074), as well as comments received
on the five-year review of the forest
plan, four issues were identified that
focus on: (1) Young-growth transition;
(2) renewable energy; (3) roadless areas;
and (4) wildlife habitat and the old
growth conservation strategy.

Three public open houses have been
planned in Juneau, Sitka and Ketchikan,
Alaska to share information with the
public about the progress being made on
the Proposed Forest Plan Amendment
and Draft EIS, and to provide
opportunity for the public to comment
on the Draft Plan Monitoring Program.
DATES: The public open house dates and
times are:

1. January 26, 2015, 5:00 p.m. to 8
p-m., Juneau, AK.

2. January 28, 2015, 5:00 p.m. to 8
p-m., Sitka, AK.

3. February 2, 2015, 5:00 p.m. to 8
p-m., Ketchikan, AK.

Comments concerning the Tongass
National Forest Draft Plan Monitoring
Program will be accepted for 30 days
following publication of this Notice.
ADDRESSES: The public open house
locations are:

1. Juneau—USDA Forest Service
(Juneau Ranger District/ Admiralty
National Monument Conference Room),
8510 Mendenhall Loop Road, Juneau,
AK 99801.

2. Sitka—Harrigan Centennial Hall
(Rousseau Room), 330 Harbor Drive,
Sitka, AK 99835.

3. Ketchikan—Southeast Alaska
Discovery Center, 50 Main Street,
Ketchikan, AK 99901.

The Tongass National Forest Draft
Plan Monitoring Program is available for
public review and located at http://
www.fs.usda.gov/main/tongass/
landmanagement/planning.

Send or hand-deliver written
comments on the Tongass National
Forest Draft Plan Monitoring Program
to: Tongass National Forest, Attn: Susan
Howle, 648 Mission Street, Ketchikan,
Alaska 99901. The FAX number is (907)
228-6215. Comments may be sent via
email to: comments-alaska-tongass@
fs.fed.us with “Tongass National Forest
Draft Plan Monitoring Program” on the
subject line. Comments should be
provided prior to the close of the
comment period and should clearly
articulate the reviewer’s concerns and
contentions.

In all correspondence, please include
your name, address, and organization

name if you are commenting as a
representative of an organization. While
you can ask us in your comment to
withhold your personal identifying
information from public review, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so.

In addition to this Notice, display ads
will be placed in the Juneau Empire,
Sitka Sentinel and Ketchikan Daily
News (newspaper of record).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Susan Howle, Project Manager, Tongass
National Forest, (907) 228—6340,
showle@fs.fed.us.

Individuals who use
telecommunication devices for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—8339
between 8 a.m. and 8 p.m., Eastern
Time, Monday through Friday.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 2012
planning rule requires that an existing
plan’s monitoring program must be
made to conform to the monitoring
requirements of the rule within 4 years
of the rule’s May 9, 2012 effective date
(May 9, 2016), or as soon as practicable.

The Tongass National Forest has a
robust plan monitoring program that
already addresses many of the eight
requirements listed in the 2012
Planning Rule. The Draft Plan
Monitoring Program will transition the
monitoring plan out of the forest plan,
thus providing the opportunity to more
easily adapt to changing conditions on
the forest.

Forrest Cole,

Forest Supervisor, Tongass National Forest.
[FR Doc. 2015-01095 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-11-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

The Department of Commerce will
submit to the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) for clearance the
following proposal for collection of
information under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35).

Agency: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA).

Title: Contingent Valuation/Choice
Experiment Surveys for Hurricane
Sandy Restoration Efforts in Forsythe
National Wildlife Refuge in New Jersey
and Jamaica Bay, NY.

OMB Control Number: 0648—xxxX.

Form Number(s): None.

Type of Request: Regular (request for
a new information collection).

Number of Respondents: 1,035.


http://www.fs.usda.gov/main/tongass/landmanagement/planning
http://www.fs.usda.gov/main/tongass/landmanagement/planning
http://www.fs.usda.gov/main/tongass/landmanagement/planning
mailto:comments-alaska-tongass@fs.fed.us
mailto:comments-alaska-tongass@fs.fed.us
mailto:showle@fs.fed.us
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Average Hours per Response: Forsyth
Refuge survey, 20 minutes; Jamaica Bay
Survey, 25 minutes.

Burden Hours: 389.

Needs and Uses: This request is for a
new information collection.

Superstorm Sandy caused significant
damage to the New York and New Jersey
coast. There are numerous ongoing and
planned projects to repair the damage
caused by the storm. The Disaster Relief
Appropriations Act of 2012 provided
NOAA with funding to assess the
ecosystem service values associated
with restoration options being
considered in the wake of Sandy. Two
geographic areas that were particularly
impacted by the Storm were the
Forsythe National Wildlife Refuge in
New Jersey and Jamaica Bay in New
York. Under this collection effort, the
NOAA Office for Coastal Management
will implement a contingent valuation
survey to assess the value of the
ecosystem services that will be
generated by restoration projects being
implemented in both areas. Data will be
collected from individuals who reside
in the New York and New Jersey areas.
NOAA will implement two separate
surveys: One for each geographic area.

There are a number of restoration
projects that are ongoing in the Forsythe
National Wildlife Refuge and in Jamaica
Bay. After reviewing the scope and
focus of many of those restoration
projects, NOAA has decided to focus on
two specific projects. For the Forsythe
National Wildlife Refuge, NOAA will
focus on the work being done under a
$15 million project being conducted by
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. The
Forsythe project will focus on restoring
and enhancing the salt marsh at the
Refuge to act as a natural protection
from storms and to act as a habitat for
wildlife. In assessing ecosystem service
benefits for the Forsythe restoration
work, NOAA will focus on the value of
the salt marsh for storm protection,
habitat, and recreation, as well as other
possible ecosystem services.

The Jamaica Bay area has a number of
planned and ongoing projects. NOAA
has decided to focus on work being
conducted at Spring Creek Park on the
northern point of Jamaica Bay. The
restoration work at the park will involve
improving habitat and storm and flood
protection. NOAA will focus on the
associated ecosystem services from
habitat improvements and the added
storm and flood protection.

NOAA is currently contacting and
working with partners and stakeholders
at each site to ensure the relevancy of

this work.
Affected Public: Individuals or
households.

Frequency: One time.

Respondent’s Obligation: Voluntary.

This information collection request
may be viewed at reginfo.gov. Follow
the instructions to view Department of
Commerce collections currently under
review by OMB.

Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed
information collection should be sent
within 30 days of publication of this
notice to OIRA_Submission@
omb.eop.gov or fax to (202) 395-5806.

Dated: January 16, 2015.

Glenna Mickelson,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2015—01080 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-JS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[Order No. 1959]

Grant of Authority; Establishment of a
Foreign-Trade Zone Under the
Alternative Site Framework, Lake
County, Florida

Pursuant to its authority under the Foreign-
Trade Zones Act of June 18, 1934, as
amended (19 U.S.C. 81a—81u), the Foreign-
Trade Zones Board (the Board) adopts the
following Order:

Whereas, the Foreign-Trade Zones Act
provides for ““. . . the establishment

. . of foreign-trade zones in ports of
entry of the United States, to expedite
and encourage foreign commerce, and
for other purposes,” and authorizes the
Foreign-Trade Zones Board to grant to
qualified corporations the privilege of
establishing foreign-trade zones in or
adjacent to U.S. Customs and Border
Protection ports of entry;

Whereas, the Board adopted the
alternative site framework (ASF) (15
CFR Sec. 400.2(c)) as an option for the
establishment or reorganization of
ZOones;

Whereas, the City of Leesburg (the
Grantee) has made application to the
Board (B—27-2014, docketed 03/21/
2014) requesting the establishment of a
foreign-trade zone under the ASF with
a service area that includes Lake
County, Florida, within and adjacent to
the Leesburg Customs and Border
Protection user fee airport, and
proposed Sites 1 and 2 would be
categorized as magnet sites;

Whereas, notice inviting public
comment has been given in the Federal
Register (79 FR 17132-17133, 03/27/
2014) and the application has been
processed pursuant to the FTZ Act and
the Board’s regulations; and,

Whereas, the Board adopts the
findings and recommendations of the
examiner’s report, and finds that the
requirements of the FTZ Act and the
Board’s regulations are satisfied;

Now, therefore, the Board hereby
grants to the Grantee the privilege of
establishing a foreign-trade zone,
designated on the records of the Board
as Foreign-Trade Zone No. 292, as
described in the application, and subject
to the FTZ Act and the Board’s
regulations, including Section 400.13, to
the Board’s standard 2,000-acre
activation limit, and to an ASF sunset
provision for magnet sites that would
terminate authority for Site 2 if not
activated within the initial ten years
from the month of approval.

Signed at Washington, DC, this 5th day of
January 2015.

Penny Pritzker,

Secretary of Commerce, Chairman and
Executive Officer, Foreign-Trade Zones
Board.

ATTEST:

Andrew McGilvray,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2015-01232 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[Order No. 1958]

Grant of Authority; Establishment of a
Foreign-Trade Zone Under the
Alternative Site Framework, Cameron
Parish, Louisiana

Pursuant to its authority under the Foreign-
Trade Zones Act of June 18, 1934, as
amended (19 U.S.C. 81a—81u), the Foreign-
Trade Zones Board (the Board) adopts the
following Order:

WHEREAS, the Foreign-Trade Zones
Act provides for ““. . . the establishment

. . of foreign-trade zones in ports of
entry of the United States, to expedite
and encourage foreign commerce, and
for other purposes,” and authorizes the
Foreign-Trade Zones Board to grant to
qualified corporations the privilege of
establishing foreign-trade zones in or
adjacent to U.S. Customs and Border
Protection ports of entry;

WHEREAS, the Board adopted the
alternative site framework (ASF) (15
CFR Sec. 400.2(c)) as an option for the
establishment or reorganization of
zones;

WHEREAS, the West Cameron Port
Commission (the Grantee), a Louisiana
political subdivision, has made
application to the Board (B—23-2014,
docketed 03/12/2014) requesting the


mailto:OIRA_Submission@omb.eop.gov
mailto:OIRA_Submission@omb.eop.gov
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establishment of a foreign-trade zone
under the ASF with a service area that
includes Wards 3, 4, 5 and 6 of Cameron
Parish, Louisiana, adjacent to the Lake
Charles Customs and Border Protection
port of entry, and proposed Site 1 would
be categorized as a usage-driven site;

WHEREAS, notice inviting public
comment has been given in the Federal
Register (79 FR 14666, 03/17/2014) and
the application has been processed
pursuant to the FTZ Act and the Board’s
regulations; and,

WHEREAS, the Board adopts the
findings and recommendations of the
examiner’s report, and finds that the
requirements of the FTZ Act and the
Board’s regulations are satisfied;

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board hereby
grants to the Grantee the privilege of
establishing a foreign-trade zone,
designated on the records of the Board
as Foreign-Trade Zone No. 291, as
described in the application, and subject
to the FTZ Act and the Board’s
regulations, including Section 400.13, to
the Board’s standard 2,000-acre
activation limit, and to a three-year ASF
sunset provision for usage-driven sites
that would terminate authority for Site
1 if no foreign-status merchandise is
admitted for a bona fide customs
purpose within three years from the
month of approval.

Signed at Washington, DG, this 5th day of
January 2015.

Penny Pritzker,

Secretary of Commerce, Chairman and
Executive Officer, Foreign-Trade Zones
Board.

ATTEST:

Andrew McGilvray,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2015-01236 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[Order No. 1961]

Reorganization of Foreign-Trade Zone
238 Under Alternative Site Framework,
Dublin, Virginia

Pursuant to its authority under the Foreign-
Trade Zones Act of June 18, 1934, as
amended (19 U.S.C. 81a—81u), the Foreign-
Trade Zones Board (the Board) adopts the
following Order:

Whereas, the Board adopted the
alternative site framework (ASF) (15
CFR Sec. 400.2(c)) as an option for the
establishment or reorganization of
zones;

Whereas, the New River Valley
Economic Development Alliance, Inc.,

grantee of Foreign-Trade Zone 238,
submitted an application to the Board
(FTZ Docket B-19-2014, docketed 02—
26-2014) for authority to reorganize
under the ASF with a service area
including the Counties of Alleghany,
Ambherst, Bedford, Bland, Botetourt,
Campbell, Carroll, Craig, Floyd,
Franklin, Giles, Grayson, Henry,
Montgomery, Patrick, Pittsylvania,
Pulaski, Roanoke, Rockbridge, Smyth,
Tazewell and Wythe, and the Cities of
Bedford, Buena Vista, Covington,
Danville, Galax, Lynchburg,
Martinsville, Radford, Roanoke and
Salem, Virginia, within and adjacent to
the New River Valley Airport Customs
and Border Protection port of entry, and
FTZ 238’s existing Sites 1 and 2 would
be categorized as magnet sites;

Whereas, notice inviting public
comment was given in the Federal
Register (79 FR 12149-12150, 03—04—
2014) and the application has been
processed pursuant to the FTZ Act and
the Board’s regulations; and,

Whereas, the Board adopts the
findings and recommendation of the
examiner’s report, and finds that the
requirements of the FTZ Act and the
Board’s regulations are satisfied;

Now, therefore, the Board hereby
orders:

The application to reorganize FTZ 238
under the ASF is approved, subject to
the FTZ Act and the Board’s regulations,
including Section 400.13, to the Board’s
standard 2,000-acre activation limit for
the zone, and to an ASF sunset
provision for magnet sites that would
terminate authority for Site 2 if not
activated within five years from the
month of approval.

Signed at Washington, DC, this 9th day of
January 2015.

Paul Piquado,

Assistant Secretary of Commerce for
Enforcement and Compliance, Alternate
Chairman, Foreign-Trade Zones Board.

ATTEST:

Andrew McGilvray,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2015-01231 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[Order No. 1963]

Reorganization of Foreign-Trade Zone
93 (Expansion of Service Area) Under
Alternative Site Framework, Raleigh-
Durham, North Carolina

Pursuant to its authority under the Foreign-
Trade Zones Act of June 18, 1934, as

amended (19 U.S.C. 81a—81u), the Foreign-
Trade Zones Board (the Board) adopts the
following Order:

Whereas, the Board adopted the
alternative site framework (ASF) (15
CFR 400.2(c)) as an option for the
establishment or reorganization of
Zones;

Whereas, the Triangle ] Council of
Governments, grantee of Foreign-Trade
Zone 93, submitted an application to the
Board (FTZ Docket B-66-2014,
docketed 09-23-2014) for authority to
expand the service area of the zone to
include Sampson County, as described
in the application, adjacent to the
Raleigh-Durham Customs and Border
Protection port of entry;

Whereas, notice inviting public
comment was given in the Federal
Register (79 FR 58318, 09—29-2014) and
the application has been processed
pursuant to the FTZ Act and the Board’s
regulations; and,

Whereas, the Board adopts the
findings and recommendations of the
examiner’s report, and finds that the
requirements of the FTZ Act and the
Board’s regulations are satisfied;

Now, therefore, the Board hereby
orders:

The application to reorganize FTZ 93
to expand the service area under the
ASF is approved, subject to the FTZ Act
and the Board’s regulations, including
Section 400.13, and to the Board’s
standard 2,000-acre activation limit for
the zone.

Signed at Washington, DC, this 9th day of
January 2015.

Paul Piquado,

Assistant Secretary of Commerce for
Enforcement and Compliance, Alternate
Chairman, Foreign-Trade Zones Board.

ATTEST:

Andrew McGilvray,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2015-01229 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[Order No. 1962]

Reorganization of Foreign-Trade Zone
40 (Expansion of Service Area) Under
Alternative Site Framework, Cleveland,
Ohio

Pursuant to its authority under the Foreign-
Trade Zones Act of June 18, 1934, as
amended (19 U.S.C. 81a—81u), the Foreign-
Trade Zones Board (the Board) adopts the
following Order:

Whereas, the Board adopted the
alternative site framework (ASF) (15
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CFR 400.2(c)) as an option for the
establishment or reorganization of
zones;

Whereas, the Cleveland Cuyahoga
County Port Authority, grantee of
Foreign-Trade Zone 40, submitted an
application to the Board (FTZ Docket B—
70-2014, docketed 10/1/2014) for
authority to expand the service area of
the zone to include Lake County, Ohio,
as described in the application, adjacent
to the Cleveland, Ohio Customs and
Border Protection port of entry;

Whereas, notice inviting public
comment was given in the Federal
Register (79 FR 61050, 10/9/2014) and
the application has been processed
pursuant to the FTZ Act and the Board’s
regulations; and,

Whereas, the Board adopts the
findings and recommendations of the
examiner’s report, and finds that the
requirements of the FTZ Act and the
Board’s regulations are satisfied;

Now, therefore, the Board hereby
orders:

The application to reorganize FTZ 40
to expand the service area under the
ASF is approved, subject to the FTZ Act
and the Board’s regulations, including
Section 400.13, and to the Board’s
standard 2,000-acre activation limit for
the zone.

Signed at Washington, DG, this 9th day of
January 2015.

Paul Piquado,

Assistant Secretary of Commerce for
Enforcement and Compliance, Alternate
Chairman, Foreign-Trade Zones Board.
ATTEST:

Andrew McGilvray,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2015-01230 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Bureau of Industry and Security

Order Renewing Order Temporarily
Denying Export Privileges

Mahan Airways, Mahan Tower, No. 21,
Azadegan St., M.A. Jenah Exp. Way,
Tehran, Iran;

Pejman Mahmood Kosarayanifard a/k/a
Kosarian Fard, P.O. Box 52404, Dubai,
United Arab Emirates;

Mahmoud Amini, G#22 Dubai Airport Free
Zone, P.O. Box 393754, Dubai, United Arab
Emirates; and P.O. Box 52404, Dubai,
United Arab Emirates; and Mohamed
Abdulla Algaz Building, Al Maktoum
Street, Al Rigga, Dubai, United Arab
Emirates;

Kerman Aviation a/k/a GIE Kerman Aviation,
42 Avenue Montaigne 75008, Paris, France;

Sirjanco Trading LLC, P.O. Box 8709, Dubai,
United Arab Emirates;

Ali Eslamian, 4th Floor, 33 Cavendish
Square, London, W1GOPW, United
Kingdom; and 2 Bentinck Close, Prince
Albert Road St. Johns Wood, London
NW87RY, United Kingdom;

Mahan Air General Trading LLC, 19th Floor
Al Moosa Tower One, Sheik Zayed Road,
Dubai 40594, United Arab Emirates;

Skyco (UK) Ltd., 4th Floor, 33 Cavendish
Square, London, W1G 0PV, United
Kingdom;

Equipco (UK) Ltd., 2 Bentinck Close, Prince
Albert Road, London, NW8 7RY, United
Kingdom;

Mehdi Bahrami, Mahan Airways—Istanbul
Office, Cumhuriye Cad. Sibil Apt No: 101
D:6, 34374 Emadad, Sisli Istanbul, Turkey.

Pursuant to Section 766.24 of the
Export Administration Regulations, 15
CFR parts 730-774 (2014) (“EAR” or the
“Regulations”),! I hereby grant the
request of the Office of Export
Enforcement (“OEE”) to renew the July
22, 2014 Order Temporarily Denying the
Export Privileges of Mahan Airways,
Pejman Mahmood Kosarayanifard,
Mahmoud Amini, Kerman Aviation,
Sirjanco Trading LLC, Ali Eslamian,
Mahan Air General Trading LLC, Skyco
(UK) Ltd., Equipco (UK) Ltd., and
Mehdi Bahrami.2 I find that renewal of
the Temporary Denial Order (‘“TDO”) is
necessary in the public interest to
prevent an imminent violation of the
EAR.

I. Procedural History

On March 17, 2008, Darryl W.
Jackson, the then-Assistant Secretary of
Commerce for Export Enforcement
(“Assistant Secretary”’), signed a TDO
denying Mahan Airways’ export
privileges for a period of 180 days on
the grounds that its issuance was
necessary in the public interest to
prevent an imminent violation of the
Regulations. The TDO also named as
denied persons Blue Airways, of
Yerevan, Armenia (“Blue Airways of
Armenia”), as well as the “Balli Group
Respondents,” namely, Balli Group
PLC, Balli Aviation, Balli Holdings,
Vahid Alaghband, Hassan Alaghband,
Blue Sky One Ltd., Blue Sky Two Ltd.,
Blue Sky Three Ltd., Blue Sky Four Ltd.,
Blue Sky Five Ltd., and Blue Sky Six
Ltd., all of the United Kingdom. The
TDO was issued ex parte pursuant to

1The Regulations, currently codified at 15 CFR
parts 730-774 (2014), originally issued pursuant to
the Export Administration Act of 1979, as amended
(50 U.S.C. app. §§2401-2420 (2000)). Since August
21, 2001, the Act has been in lapse and the
President, through Executive Order 13222 of August
17, 2001 (3 CFR, 2001 Comp. 783 (2002)), which
has been extended by successive Presidential
Notices, the most recent being that of August 7,
2014 (79 FR 46,959 (Aug. 11, 2014)), has continued
the Regulations in effect under the International
Emergency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701,
et seq. (2006 & Supp. IV 2010)).

2See note 5, infra.

Section 766.24(a), and went into effect
on March 21, 2008, the date it was
published in the Federal Register.

The TDO subsequently has been
renewed in accordance with Section
766.24(d), including most recently on
July 22, 2014.3 As of March 9, 2010, the
Balli Group Respondents and Blue
Airways were no longer subject to the
TDO. As part of the February 25, 2011
TDO renewal, Gatewick LLC (a/k/a
Gatewick Freight and Cargo Services, a/
k/a Gatewick Aviation Services),
Mahmoud Amini, and Pejman
Mahmood Kosarayanifard (‘Kosarian
Fard”) were added as related persons in
accordance with Section 766.23 of the
Regulations. On July 1, 2011, the TDO
was modified by adding Zarand
Aviation as a respondent in order to
prevent an imminent violation.# As part
of the August 24, 2011 renewal, Kerman
Aviation, Sirjanco Trading LLG, and Ali
Eslamian were added to the TDO as
related persons. Mahan Air General
Trading LLC, Skyco (UK) Ltd., and
Equipco (UK) Ltd. were added as related
persons on April 9, 2012. Mehdi
Bahrami was added to the TDO as a
related person as part of the February 4,
2013 renewal order.

On December 24, 2014, BIS, through
its Office of Export Enforcement
(“OEE”), submitted a written request for
renewal of the TDO.5 The written
request was made more than 20 days
before the scheduled expiration of the
current TDO dated July 22, 2014. Notice
of the renewal request also was
provided to Mahan Airways in
accordance with Sections 766.5 and
766.24(d) of the Regulations. No
opposition to the renewal of the TDO
has been received from Mahan.

3The July 22, 2014 Order was published in the
Federal Register on July 29, 2014. 79 FR 44002 (Jul.
29, 2014). The TDO previously had been renewed
on September 17, 2008, March 16, 2009, September
11, 2009, March 9, 2010, September 3, 2010,
February 25, 2011, August 24, 2011, February 15,
2012, August 9, 2012, February 4, 2013, July 31,
2013, and January 24, 2014. The August 24, 2011
renewal followed the modification of the TDO on
July 1, 2011, which added Zarand Aviation as a
respondent. Each renewal or modification order
was published in the Federal Register.

4 As of July 22, 2014, Zarand Aviation was no
longer subject to the TDO.

5The December 24, 2014 renewal request does
not include Gatewick LLC. On August 13, 2014, BIS
and Gatewick LLC resolved administrative charges
against Gatewick, including a charge for acting
contrary to the terms of a BIS denial order (15 CFR
764.2(k)). In addition to the payment of a civil
penalty, the settlement includes a seven-year denial
order. The first two years of the denial period are
active, with the remaining five years suspended on
condition that Gatewick LLC pays the civil penalty
in full and timely fashion and commits no further
violation of the Regulations during the seven-year
denial period. The Gatewick LLC Final Order was
published in the Federal Register on August 20,
2014. See 79 FR 49283 (Aug. 20, 2014).
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Furthermore, no appeal of the related
person determinations I made as part of
the September 3, 2010, February 25,
2011, August 24, 2011, April 9, 2012,
and February 4, 2013 renewal or
modification orders has been made by
Kosarian Fard, Mahmoud Amini,
Kerman Aviation, Sirjanco Trading LLC,
Ali Eslamian, Mahan Air General
Trading LLC, Skyco (UK) Ltd., Equipco
(UK) Ltd., or Mehdi Bahrami.6

II. Renewal of the TDO

A. Legal Standard

Pursuant to Section 766.24, BIS may
issue or renew an order temporarily
denying a respondent’s export privileges
upon a showing that the order is
necessary in the public interest to
prevent an “imminent violation” of the
Regulations. 15 CFR 766.24(b)(1) and
776.24(d). “A violation may be
‘imminent’ either in time or degree of
likelihood.” 15 CFR 766.24(b)(3). BIS
may show “either that a violation is
about to occur, or that the general
circumstances of the matter under
investigation or case under criminal or
administrative charges demonstrate a
likelihood of future violations.” Id. As
to the likelihood of future violations,
BIS may show that the violation under
investigation or charge “is significant,
deliberate, covert and/or likely to occur
again, rather than technical or negligent
[.]” Id. A ““lack of information
establishing the precise time a violation
may occur does not preclude a finding
that a violation is imminent, so long as
there is sufficient reason to believe the
likelihood of a violation.” Id.

B. The TDO and BIS’s Request for
Renewal

OEE’s request for renewal is based
upon the facts underlying the issuance
of the initial TDO and the TDO renewals
in this matter and the evidence
developed over the course of this
investigation indicating a blatant
disregard of U.S. export controls and the
TDO. The initial TDO was issued as a
result of evidence that showed that
Mahan Airways and other parties
engaged in conduct prohibited by the
EAR by knowingly re-exporting to Iran
three U.S.-origin aircraft, specifically
Boeing 747s (““Aircraft 1-3”), items
subject to the EAR and classified under
Export Control Classification Number
(“ECCN”) 9A991.b, without the required
U.S. Government authorization. Further
evidence submitted by BIS indicated

6 A party named or added as a related person may
not oppose the issuance or renewal of the
underlying temporary denial order, but may file an
appeal of the related person determination in
accordance with Section 766.23(c).

that Mahan Airways was involved in the
attempted re-export of three additional
U.S.-origin Boeing 747s (“Aircraft 4-6")
to Iran.

As discussed in the September 17,
2008 renewal order, evidence presented
by BIS indicated that Aircraft 1-3
continued to be flown on Mahan
Airways’ routes after issuance of the
TDO, in violation of the Regulations and
the TDO itself.7 It also showed that
Aircraft 1-3 had been flown in further
violation of the Regulations and the
TDO on the routes of Iran Air, an
Iranian Government airline. Moreover,
as discussed in the March 16, 2009,
September 11, 2009 and March 9, 2010
Renewal Orders, Mahan Airways
registered Aircraft 1-3 in Iran, obtained
Iranian tail numbers for them (EP-MNA,
EP-MNB, and EP-MNE, respectively),
and continued to operate at least two of
them in violation of the Regulations and
the TDO,8 while also committing an
additional knowing and willful
violation when it negotiated for and
acquired an additional U.S.-origin
aircraft. The additional acquired aircraft
was an MD-82 aircraft, which
subsequently was painted in Mahan
Airways’ livery and flown on multiple
Mahan Airways’ routes under tail
number TC-TUA.

The March 9, 2010 Renewal Order
also noted that a court in the United
Kingdom (‘“U.K.”) had found Mahan
Airways in contempt of court on
February 1, 2010, for failing to comply
with that court’s December 21, 2009 and
January 12, 2010 orders compelling
Mahan Airways to remove the Boeing
747s from Iran and ground them in the
Netherlands. Mahan Airways and the
Balli Group Respondents had been
litigating before the U.K. court
concerning ownership and control of
Aircraft 1-3. In a letter to the U.K. court
dated January 12, 2010, Mahan Airways’
Chairman indicated, inter alia, that
Mahan Airways opposes U.S.
Government actions against Iran, that it
continued to operate the aircraft on its
routes in and out of Tehran (and had
158,000 “forward bookings” for these
aircraft), and that it wished to continue
to do so and would pay damages if
required by that court, rather than
ground the aircraft.

The September 3, 2010 renewal order
discussed the fact that Mahan Airways’
violations of the TDO extended beyond
operating U.S.-origin aircraft and

7Engaging in conduct prohibited by a denial
order violates the Regulations. 15 CFR 764.2(a) and
(k).

8The third Boeing 747 appeared to have
undergone significant service maintenance and may
not have been operational at the time of the March
9, 2010 renewal order.

attempting to acquire additional U.S.-
origin aircraft. In February 2009, while
subject to the TDO, Mahan Airways
participated in the export of computer
motherboards, items subject to the
Regulations and designated as EAR99,
from the United States to Iran, via the
United Arab Emirates (“UAE”), in
violation of both the TDO and the
Regulations, by transporting and/or
forwarding the computer motherboards
from the UAE to Iran. Mahan Airways’
violations were facilitated by Gatewick
LLC, which not only participated in the
transaction, but also has stated to BIS
that it acts as Mahan Airways’ sole
booking agent for cargo and freight
forwarding services in the UAE.

Moreover, in a January 24, 2011 filing
in the U.K. court, Mahan Airways
asserted that Aircraft 1-3 were not being
used, but stated in pertinent part that
the aircraft were being maintained in
Iran especially “in an airworthy
condition” and that, depending on the
outcome of its U.K. court appeal, the
aircraft “could immediately go back into
service . . . on international routes into
and out of Iran.” Mahan Airways’
January 24, 2011 submission to U.K.
Court of Appeal, at p. 25, ] 108, 110.
This clearly stated intent, both on its
own and in conjunction with Mahan
Airways’ prior misconduct and
statements, demonstrated the need to
renew the TDO in order to prevent
imminent future violations. Two of
these three 747s subsequently were
removed from Iran and are no longer in
Mahan Airways’ possession. The third
of these 747s, with Manufacturer’s
Serial Number (“MSN”’) 23480 and
Iranian tail number EP-MNE, remained
in Iran under Mahan’s control. Pursuant
to Executive Order 13324, it was
designated a Specially Designated
Global Terrorist (“SDGT”) by the U.S.
Department of the Treasury’s Office of
Foreign Assets Control (“OFAC”) on
September 19, 2012.9 Furthermore, as
discussed in the February 4, 2013 Order,
open source information indicated that
this 747, painted in the livery and logo
of Mahan Airways, had been flown
between Iran and Syria, and was
suspected of ferrying weapons and/or
other equipment to the Syrian
Government from Iran’s Islamic
Revolutionary Guard Corps. Open
source information showed that this
aircraft had flown from Iran to Syria as
recently as June 30, 2013, and continues
to show that it remains in active
operation in Mahan Airways’ fleet.

9 See http://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/
sanctions/OFAC-Enforcement/pages/
20120919.aspx.


http://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/sanctions/OFAC-Enforcement/pages/20120919.aspx
http://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/sanctions/OFAC-Enforcement/pages/20120919.aspx
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In addition, as first detailed in the
July 1, 2011 and August 24, 2011 orders,
and discussed in subsequent renewal
orders in this matter, Mahan Airways
also continued to evade U.S. export
control laws by operating two Airbus
A310 aircraft, bearing Mahan Airways’
livery and logo, on flights into and out
of Iran.10 At the time of the July 1, 2011
and August 24, 2011 Orders, these
Airbus A310s were registered in France,
with tail numbers F~OJHH and F—OJHI,
respectively.11

The August 2012 renewal order also
found that Mahan Airways had acquired
another Airbus A310 aircraft subject to
the Regulations,? with MSN 499 and
Iranian tail number EP-VIP, in violation
of the TDO and the Regulations. On
September 19, 2012, all three Airbus
A310 aircraft (tail numbers F—-OJHH, F—
OJHI, and EP-VIP) were designated as
SDGTs.13

The February 4, 2013 Order laid out
further evidence of continued and
additional efforts by Mahan Airways
and other persons acting in concert with
Mahan, including Kral Aviation and
another Turkish company, to procure
U.S.-origin engines (MSNs 517621 and
517738) and other aircraft parts in
violation of the TDO and the
Regulations.1* The February 4, 2013

10 The Airbus A310s are powered with U.S.-origin
engines. The engines are subject to the EAR and
classified under Export Control Classification
(“ECCN”) 9A991.d. The Airbus A310s contain
controlled U.S.-origin items valued at more than 10
percent of the total value of the aircraft and as a
result are subject to the EAR. They are classified
under ECCN 9A991.b. The reexport of these aircraft
to Iran requires U.S. Government authorization
pursuant to Sections 742.8 and 746.7 of the
Regulations.

11 OEE subsequently presented evidence that after
the August 24, 2011 renewal, Mahan Airways
worked along with Kerman Aviation and others to
de-register the two Airbus A310 aircraft in France
and to register both aircraft in Iran (with,
respectively, Iranian tail numbers EP-MHH and
EP-MHI). It was determined subsequent to the
February 15, 2012 renewal order that the
registration switch for these A310s was cancelled
and that Mahan Airways then continued to fly the
aircraft under the original French tail numbers (F—
OJHH and F-OJHI, respectively). Both aircraft
apparently remain in Mahan Airways’ possession.

12 See note 10, supra.

13 See http://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/
sanctions/OFAC-Enforcement/pages/
20120919.aspx. Mahan Airways was previously
designated by OFAC as a SDGT on October 18,
2011. 77 FR 64,427 (October 18, 2011).

14Kral Aviation was referenced in the February
4, 2013 Order as “Turkish Company No. 1.” Kral
Aviation purchased a GE CF6-50C2 aircraft engine
(MSN 517621) from the United States in July 2012,
on behalf of Mahan Airways. OEE was able to
prevent this engine from reaching Mahan by issuing
a redelivery order to the freight forwarder in
accordance with Section 758.8 of the Regulations.
OEE also issued Kral Aviation a redelivery order for
the second CF6-50C2 engine (MSN 517738) on July
30, 2012. The owner of the second engine
subsequently cancelled the item’s sale to Kral
Aviation. In September 2012, OEE was alerted by

renewal order also added Mehdi
Bahrami as a related person in
accordance with Section 766.23 of the
Regulations. Bahrami, a Mahan Vice-
President and the head of Mahan’s
Istanbul Office, also was involved in
Mahan’s acquisition of the original three
Boeing 747s (Aircraft 1-3) that resulted
in the original TDO, and has had a
business relationship with Mahan
dating back to 1997.

The July 31, 2013 Order detailed
additional evidence obtained by OEE
showing efforts by Mahan Airways to
obtain another GE CF6-50C2 aircraft
engine (MSN 528350) from the United
States via Turkey. Multiple Mahan
employees, including Mehdi Bahrami,
were involved in or aware of matters
related to the engine’s arrival in Turkey
from the United States, plans to visually
inspect the engine, and prepare it for
shipment from Turkey.

Mahan sought to obtain this U.S.-
origin engine through Pioneer Logistics
Havacilik Turizm Yonetim Danismanlik
(“Pioneer Logistics™), an aircraft parts
supplier located in Turkey, and its
director/operator, Gulnihal Yegane, a
Turkish national who previously has
conducted Mahan related business with
Mehdi Bahrami and Ali Eslamian.
Moreover, as referenced in the July 31,
2013 Order, a sworn affidavit by Kosol
Surinanda, also known as Kosol
Surinandha, Managing Director of
Mahan’s General Sales Agent in
Thailand, stated that the shares of
Pioneer Logistics for which he was the
listed owner are ‘““actually the property
of and owned by Mahan.” He further
stated that he held “legal title to the
shares until otherwise required by
Mahan” but would “‘exercise the rights
granted to [him] exactly and only as
instructed by Mahan and [his] vote and/
or decisions [would] only and
exclusively reflect the wills and
demands of Mahan[.]” 15

The January 24, 2014 Order outlined
OEE’s continued investigation of Mahan
Airways’ activities and detailed an
attempt by Mahan, which OEE
thwarted, to obtain, via an Indonesian
aircraft parts supplier, two U.S.-origin

a U.S. exporter that another Turkish company
(“Turkish Company No. 2”) was attempting to
purchase aircraft spare parts intended for re-export
by Turkish Company No. 2 to Mahan Airways. See
February 4, 2013 Order.

On December 31, 2013, Kral Aviation was added
to BIS’s Entity List, Supplement No. 4 to Part 744
of the Regulations. See 78 FR 75458 (Dec. 12, 2013).
Companies and individuals are added to the Entity
List for engaging in activities contrary to the
national security or foreign policy interests of the
United States. See 15 CFR 744.11.

15 Pjoneer Logistics, Gulnihal Yegane, and Kosol
Surinanda also were added to the Entity List on
December 12, 2013. See 78 FR 75458 (Dec. 12,
2013).

Honeywell ALF-502R-5 aircraft engines
(MSNs LF5660 and LF5325), items
subject to the Regulations, from a U.S.
company located in Texas. An invoice
of the Indonesian aircraft parts supplier
dated March 27, 2013, listed Mahan
Airways as the purchaser of the engines
and included a Mahan ship-to address.
OEE also obtained a Mahan air waybill
dated March 12, 2013, listing numerous
U.S.-origin aircraft parts subject to the
Regulations—including, among other
items, a vertical navigation gyroscope, a
transmitter, and a power control unit—
being transported by Mahan from
Turkey to Iran in violation of the TDO.

The July 22, 2014 Order discusses
open source evidence from the March-
June 2014 time period regarding two
BAE regional jets, items subject to the
Regulations, that were painted in the
livery and logo of Mahan Airways and
operating under Iranian tail numbers
EP-MOK and EP-MQO], respectively. In
addition, aviation industry resources
indicated that these aircraft were
obtained by Mahan Airways in late
November 2013 and June 2014, from
Ukrainian Mediterranean Airline, a
Ukrainian airline that was added to
BIS’s Entity List (Supplement No. 4 to
Part 744 of the Regulations) on August
15, 2011, for acting contrary to the
national security and foreign policy
interests of the United States.’®6 OEE’s
on-going investigation indicates that
both BAE regional jets remain active in
Mahan’s fleet, with open source
information showing EP—MOI being
used on flights into and out of Iran as
recently as January 12, 2015. The
continued operation of these aircraft by
Mahan Airways violates the TDO.

In addition to the continued operation
of aircraft such as EP-MOI, OEE’s
December 24, 2014 renewal request
includes evidence of additional
attempts by Mahan Airways to acquire
items subject the Regulations in further
violation of the TDO. In March 2014,
OEE became aware of an inertial
reference unit bearing serial number
1231 (“the IRU”’) that had been sent to
the United States for repair. The IRU is
subject to the Regulations, classified
under ECCN 7A103, and controlled for

16 See 76 FR 50407 (Aug. 15, 2011). The July 22,
2014 TDO renewal order also referenced two Airbus
A320 aircraft painted in the livery and logo of
Mahan Airways and operating under Iranian tail
numbers EP-MMK and EP-MML, respectively.
OEE’s investigation also showed that Mahan
obtained these aircraft in November 2013, from
Khors Air Company, another Ukrainian airline that,
like Ukrainian Mediterranean Airlines, was added
to BIS’s Entity List on August 15, 2011. Open
source evidence indicates the two Airbus A320
aircraft may be been transferred by Mahan Airways
to another Iranian airline in October 2014, and
issued Iranian tail numbers EP-APE and EP-APF,
respectively.


http://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/sanctions/OFAC-Enforcement/pages/20120919.aspx
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missile technology reasons. Upon closer
inspection, it was determined that IRU
came from or had been installed on an
Airbus A340 aircraft bearing MSN 056.
Further investigation has revealed that
as of approximately February 2014, this
aircraft was registered under Iranian tail
number EP-MMB and had been painted
in the livery and logo of Mahan
Airways. On August 14, 2014, the
United States Attorney’s Office for the
District of Maryland filed a civil
forfeiture complaint for the IRU
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 401(b). The Court
issued an Order of Forfeiture for the IRU
on December 2, 2014. EP-MMB remains
listed as active in Mahan Airways’ fleet.

Finally on August 29, 2014, the U.S.
Department of Treasury’s Office of
Foreign Assets Control (“OFAC”)
blocked the property and interests in
property of Asian Aviation Logistics of
Thailand, a Mahan Airways affiliate or
front company, pursuant to Executive
Order 13224. In doing so, OFAC
described Mahan Airway’s use of Asian
Aviation Logistics to evade sanctions by
making payments on behalf of Mahan
Air for the purchase of engines and
other equipment.1?

C. Findings

Under the applicable standard set
forth in Section 766.24 of the
Regulations and my review of the entire
record, I find that the evidence
presented by BIS convincingly
demonstrates that Mahan Airways has
repeatedly violated the EAR and the
TDO, that such knowing violations have
been significant, deliberate and covert,
and that there is a likelihood of future
violations. OEE’s on-going investigation
continues to reveal or discover
additional attempts by Mahan to acquire
items subject to the Regulations through
its extensive network of agents and
affiliates in third countries. Therefore,
renewal of the TDO is necessary to
prevent imminent violation of the EAR
and to give notice to companies and
individuals in the United States and
abroad that they should continue to
cease dealing with Mahan Airways and
the other denied persons under the TDO
in connection with export transactions
involving items subject to the EAR.

17 See http://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/
sanctions/OFAC-Enforcement/Pages/
20140829.aspx. See 79 FR 55073 (Sep. 15, 2014).
OFAC also blocked the property and property
interests of Pioneer Logistics of Turkey on August
29, 2014. Id. Mahan Airways’ use of Pioneer
Logistics in an effort to evade the TDO and the
Regulations was discussed in a prior renewal order,
as summarized, supra, at 10. BIS added both Asian
Aviation Logistics and Pioneer Logistics to the
Entity List on December 12, 2013. See 78 FR 75458
(Dec. 12, 2013).

IV. Order

It is therefore ordered:

First, that MAHAN AIRWAYS, Mahan
Tower, No. 21, Azadegan St., M.A.
Jenah Exp. Way, Tehran, Iran; PE]MAN
MAHMOOD KOSARAYANIFARD A/K/
A KOSARIAN FARD, P.O. Box 52404,
Dubai, United Arab Emirates;
MAHMOUD AMINI, G#22 Dubai
Airport Free Zone, P.O. Box 393754,
Dubai, United Arab Emirates, and P.O.
Box 52404, Dubai, United Arab
Emirates, and Mohamed Abdulla Alqaz
Building, Al Maktoum Street, Al Rigga,
Dubai, United Arab Emirates; KERMAN
AVIATION A/K/A GIE KERMAN
AVIATION, 42 Avenue Montaigne
75008, Paris, France; SIRJANCO
TRADING LLC, P.O. Box 8709, Dubai,
United Arab Emirates; ALI ESLAMIAN,
4th Floor, 33 Cavendish Square, London
W1GO0PW, United Kingdom, and 2
Bentinck Close, Prince Albert Road St.
Johns Wood, London NW87RY, United
Kingdom; MAHAN AIR GENERAL
TRADING LLC, 19th Floor Al Moosa
Tower One, Sheik Zayed Road, Dubai
40594, United Arab Emirates; SKYCO
(UK) LTD., 4th Floor, 33 Cavendish
Square, London, W1G 0PV, United
Kingdom; EQUIPCO (UK) LTD., 2
Bentinck Close, Prince Albert Road,
London, NW8 7RY, United Kingdom;
and MEHDI BAHRAMI, Mahan
Airways-Istanbul Office, Cumhuriye
Cad. Sibil Apt No: 101 D:6, 34374
Emadad, Sisli Istanbul, Turkey; and
when acting for or on their behalf, any
successors or assigns, agents, or
employees (each a “Denied Person” and
collectively the “Denied Persons”) may
not, directly or indirectly, participate in
any way in any transaction involving
any commodity, software or technology
(hereinafter collectively referred to as
“item”’) exported or to be exported from
the United States that is subject to the
Export Administration Regulations
(“EAR”), or in any other activity subject
to the EAR including, but not limited to:

A. Applying for, obtaining, or using
any license, License Exception, or
export control document;

B. Carrying on negotiations
concerning, or ordering, buying,
receiving, using, selling, delivering,
storing, disposing of, forwarding,
transporting, financing, or otherwise
servicing in any way, any transaction
involving any item exported or to be
exported from the United States that is
subject to the EAR, or in any other
activity subject to the EAR; or

C. Benefitting in any way from any
transaction involving any item exported
or to be exported from the United States
that is subject to the EAR, or in any
other activity subject to the EAR.

Second, that no person may, directly
or indirectly, do any of the following:

A. Export or reexport to or on behalf
of a Denied Person any item subject to
the EAR;

B. Take any action that facilitates the
acquisition or attempted acquisition by
a Denied Person of the ownership,
possession, or control of any item
subject to the EAR that has been or will
be exported from the United States,
including financing or other support
activities related to a transaction
whereby a Denied Person acquires or
attempts to acquire such ownership,
possession or control;

C. Take any action to acquire from or
to facilitate the acquisition or attempted
acquisition from a Denied Person of any
item subject to the EAR that has been
exported from the United States;

D. Obtain from a Denied Person in the
United States any item subject to the
EAR with knowledge or reason to know
that the item will be, or is intended to
be, exported from the United States; or

E. Engage in any transaction to service
any item subject to the EAR that has
been or will be exported from the
United States and which is owned,
possessed or controlled by a Denied
Person, or service any item, of whatever
origin, that is owned, possessed or
controlled by a Denied Person if such
service involves the use of any item
subject to the EAR that has been or will
be exported from the United States. For
purposes of this paragraph, servicing
means installation, maintenance, repair,
modification or testing.

Third, that, after notice and
opportunity for comment as provided in
section 766.23 of the EAR, any other
person, firm, corporation, or business
organization related to a Denied Person
by affiliation, ownership, control, or
position of responsibility in the conduct
of trade or related services may also be
made subject to the provisions of this
Order.

Fourth, that this Order does not
prohibit any export, reexport, or other
transaction subject to the EAR where the
only items involved that are subject to
the EAR are the foreign-produced direct
product of U.S.-origin technology.

In accordance with the provisions of
Sections 766.24(e) of the EAR, Mahan
Airways may, at any time, appeal this
Order by filing a full written statement
in support of the appeal with the Office
of the Administrative Law Judge, U.S.
Coast Guard AL]J Docketing Center, 40
South Gay Street, Baltimore, Maryland
21202—4022. In accordance with the
provisions of Sections 766.23(c)(2) and
766.24(e)(3) of the EAR, Mahmoud
Amini, Pejman Mahmood
Kosarayanifard, Kerman Aviation,


http://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/sanctions/OFAC-Enforcement/Pages/20140829.aspx
http://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/sanctions/OFAC-Enforcement/Pages/20140829.aspx
http://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/sanctions/OFAC-Enforcement/Pages/20140829.aspx

3556

Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 15/Friday, January 23, 2015/ Notices

Sirjanco Trading LLC, Ali Eslamian,
Mahan Air General Trading LLC, Skyco
(UK) Ltd., Equipco (UK) Ltd., and/or
Mehdi Bahrami may, at any time, appeal
their inclusion as a related person by
filing a full written statement in support
of the appeal with the Office of the
Administrative Law Judge, U.S. Coast
Guard ALJ Docketing Center, 40 South
Gay Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202-
4022.

In accordance with the provisions of
Section 766.24(d) of the EAR, BIS may
seek renewal of this Order by filing a
written request not later than 20 days
before the expiration date. A renewal
request may be opposed by Mahan
Airways as provided in Section
766.24(d), by filing a written submission
with the Assistant Secretary of
Commerce for Export Enforcement,
which must be received not later than
seven days before the expiration date of
the Order.

A copy of this Order shall be provided
to Mahan Airways and each related
person, and shall be published in the
Federal Register. This Order is effective
immediately and shall remain in effect
for 180 days.

Dated: January 16, 2015.
David W. Mills,

Assistant Secretary of Commerce for Export
Enforcement.

[FR Doc. 2015-01215 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 a.m.]
BILLING CODE P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; International
Dolphin Conservation Program

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before March 24, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 6616,
14th and Constitution Avenue NW.,

Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to: Justin Greenman, (562) 980—
3264 or justin.greenman@noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Abstract

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA) collects
information to implement the
International Dolphin Conservation
Program Act (Act). The Act allows entry
of yellowfin tuna into the United States
(U.S.), under specific conditions, from
nations in the International Dolphin
Conservation Program that would
otherwise be under embargo. The Act
also allows U.S. fishing vessels to
participate in the yellowfin tuna fishery
in the eastern tropical Pacific Ocean
(ETP) on terms equivalent with the
vessels of other nations. NOAA collects
information to allow tracking and
verification of ““dolphin safe”” and “non-
dolphin safe” tuna products from catch
through the U.S. market.

The regulations implementing the Act
are at 50 CFR parts 216 and 300. The
recordkeeping and reporting
requirements at 50 CFR parts 216 and
300 form the basis for this collection of
information. This collection includes
permit applications, notifications, tuna
tracking forms, reports, and
certifications that provide information
on vessel characteristics and operations
in the ETP, the origin of tuna and tuna
products, and certain other information
necessary to implement the Act.

I1. Method of Collection

Paper applications, other paper
records, electronic and facsimile
reports, and telephone calls are required
from participants. Methods of submittal
include transmission of paper forms via
regular mail and facsimile as well as
electronic submission via email or an
FTP site (password protected).

II1. Data

OMB Number: 0648—0387.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Regular submission
(extension of a current information
collection).

Affected Public: Business or other for-
profit organizations; individuals or
households.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
144.

Estimated Time per Response: 35
minutes for a vessel permit application;
10 minutes for an operator permit
application, a notification of vessel

arrival or departure, a change in permit
operator; a notification of a net
modification or a monthly tuna storage
removal report; 30 minutes for a request
for a waiver to transit the ETP without
a permit (and subsequent radio
reporting) or for a special report
documenting the origin of tuna (if
requested by the NOAA Administrator);
10 hours for an experimental fishing
operation waiver; 15 minutes for a
request for a Dolphin Mortality Limit;
35 minutes for written notification to
request active status for a small tuna
purse seine vessel; 5 minutes for written
notification to request inactive status for
a small tuna purse seine vessel or for
written notification of the intent to
transfer a tuna purse seine vessel to
foreign registry and flag; 60 minutes for
a tuna tracking form or for a monthly
tuna receiving report.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 341.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $1,250.

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: January 16, 2015.

Glenna Mickelson,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.
[FR Doc. 2015-01060 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am|]

BILLING CODE 3510-22-P
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; User Engagement
Survey for Water Resources Forecasts
and Climate Information

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before March 24, 2015.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 6616,
14th and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Edward Clark: (301) 427—
9350 or edward.clark@noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Abstract

This request is for extension of a
currently approved information
collection.

As part of the NOAA mission: “To
understand and predict changes in
Earth’s environment and conserve and
manage coastal and marine resources to
meet our Nation’s economic, social, and
environmental needs”, the proposed
survey will be part of a stakeholder
engagement effort to more clearly define
what those needs are. The proposed
survey will be used to engage with and
assess the science and forecasting needs
of stakeholders in the water resources
sector. The water resources sector
includes agencies and companies
operating reservoirs, and private and
public interests in regulating rivers. The
survey is designed to (1) assess the
accessibility and utility of water and
climate information and data, (2) assess
participants’ perceptions and
knowledge about water and climate, and
(3) evaluate user needs and the gaps in
existing water and climate information.
Participation in the survey will be

entirely voluntary and will usually be in
conjunction with workshops related to
water resources and/or climate.

I1. Method of Collection

Web-based, or paper if there is no
Internet access.

III. Data

OMB Control Number: 0648—0645.
Form Number(s): None.

Type of Review: Regular submission
(extension of a currently approved
information collection).

Affected Public: Not for profit
institutions; state, local, or tribal
government; business or other for-profit
organizations; federal government.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
90.

Estimated Time per Response: 30
minutes.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 45.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $100 in recordkeeping/reporting
costs.

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: January 16, 2015.
Glenna Mickelson,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2015-01058 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-KE-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration’s
Papahanaumokuakea Marine National
Monument and University of Hawaii
Research Internship Program

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before March 24, 2015.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 6616,
14th and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Daniel Wagner, 808—725—
5836, Daniel. Wagner@noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Abstract

This request is for a new collection of
information. The National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration’s
(NOAA'’s) Papahanaumokuakea Marine
National Monument (PMNM) would
like to collect student data and
information for the purposes of selecting
candidates for its research internship
program in partnership with the
University of Hawaii. The application
package would contain: (1) A form
requesting information on academic
background and professional
experiences, (2) reference forms in
support of the internship application by
two educational or professional
references, and (3) a support letter from
one academic professor or advisor.

1I. Method of Collection

Electronic applications and electronic
forms submitted via email.

II1. Data
OMB Control Number: 0648—xxxX.


mailto:Daniel.Wagner@noaa.gov
mailto:edward.clark@noaa.gov
mailto:JJessup@doc.gov
mailto:JJessup@doc.gov

3558

Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 15/Friday, January 23, 2015/ Notices

Form Number(s): None.

Type of Review: Regular submission
(new information collection).

Affected Public: Individuals or
households; business or other for-profit
organizations; not-for-profit institutions;
State, Local, or Tribal government.

Estimated Number of Annual
Respondents: 20.

Estimated Time per Response:
Internship application form, reference
forms and support letter, 1 hour each.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 80.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $20 for copies.

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: January 16, 2015.
Glenna Mickelson,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2015-01079 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-NK-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648—-XD692

Availability of the Draft NOAA
Fisheries Climate Science Strategy for
Public Comment

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of availability; request
for comments.

SUMMARY: NMFS is releasing the draft
NMFS Climate Science Strategy (NCSS)
for public review and comment.

Additional information, including the
Strategy for download may be found at:
http://www.st.nmfs.noaa.gov/
ecosystems/climate/.

DATES: Written comments must be
received from January 21, 2015 through
March 31, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
on this document, identified NOAA-
NMFS-2015-0010, by any of the
following methods:

o Electronic Submissions: Submit all
electronic public comments via the
Federal eRulemaking Portal. Go to
www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=NOAA-NMFS-2015-
0010.

e click the “Comment Now!” icon,
complete the required fields, and enter
or attach your comments.

e Mail: Valerie Termini, NMFS,
Office of Science and Technology, 1315
East-West Highway, Silver Spring, MD
20910. Include on the envelope the
following identifier “NCSS Public
Comment.”

Instructions: Comments sent by any
other method, to any other address or
individual, or received after the end of
the comment period, may not be
considered by NMFS. All comments
received are a part of the public record
and will generally be posted for public
viewing on www.regulations.gov
without change. All personal identifying
information (e.g., name, address, etc.),
confidential business information, or
otherwise sensitive information
submitted voluntarily by the sender will
be publicly accessible. NMFS will
accept anonymous comments (enter “N/
A” in the required fields if you wish to
remain anonymous). Attachments to
electronic comments will be accepted in
Microsoft Word, Excel, or Adobe PDF
file formats only. Please include page
number and line number in your
comments. Comments sent by any other
method, to any other address or
individual, or received after the end of
the comment period, may not be
considered by NMFS.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Additional information, including the
Strategy for download may be found at
http://www.st.nmfs.noaa.gov/
ecosystems/climate/national-call-for-
comments, or by contacting Roger
Griffis, Climate Change Coordinator,
NMFS, Silver Spring, MD 20910, 301—
427-8134 or email: roger.b.griffis@
noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Summary of Report

Warming oceans, rising seas and
ocean acidification are impacting the
marine life off of our coasts, disrupting

fisheries and local economies. These
impacts are expected to increase with
continued changes in the planet’s
climate and ocean systems. There is
much at risk. For example, ocean-
related fisheries generate $200 billion in
sales and support 1.7 million jobs
nationally each year.?

These current and possible future
climate-related changes also affect
NOAA'’s ability to fulfill its stewardship
mandates for marine resources and the
communities that depend on them. The
goal of the draft Climate Science
Strategy is to increase the production,
delivery, and use of climate-related
information to apprise and fulfill NMFS
LMR stewardship mandates in a
changing climate, including the
Magnuson-Stevens Act, Endangered
Species Act, Marine Mammal Protection
Act, National Environmental Policy Act
and others.

The draft Climate Science Strategy
identifies seven key steps to improve
the production and use of climate-
related information to fulfill agency
mandates and increase the resilience of
marine resources and resource-
dependent sectors and communities.
The Strategy is designed to provide a
nationally consistent framework to
guide development and implementation
of regional actions. The Strategy
proposes specific near and medium-
term recommendations, and identifies
priority recommendations that are
common across mandates, regions,
objectives and living marine resources.

Implementation of the Strategy over
the next five years is crucial for effective
fulfillment of NMFS mission and
mandates with changing climate and
ocean conditions. Implementation of the
Strategy will increase the production
and delivery of climate-related
information needed by NMFS and
partners to reduce impacts and increase
resilience of marine resources and the
communities that depend on them.

NMFS works with and depends on
many partners to fulfill its science and
information needs from other federal
agencies to academia, fisheries and
other organizations. As such, we are
providing this opportunity for broad
public review and comment on the draft
Strategy.

1“Fisheries Economics of the U.S,” NOAA Office
of Science and Technology, http://www.st.nmfs.
noaa.gov/economics/publications/feus/fisheries_
economics_2012.
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Dated: January 16, 2015.
Stephen K. Brown,

Acting Director, Office of Science and
Technology, National Marine Fisheries
Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-01168 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648-729

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management
Council; Public Meeting

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: The Gulf of Mexico Fishery
Management Council (Council) will
hold a meeting of the Spiny Lobster
Review Panel.

DATES: The meeting will be held on
Monday, February 9, 2015, from 9 a.m.
Until 5 p.m.

ADDRESSES:

Meeting address: The meeting will be
held at the Marriott Beachside Key West
Hotel, located at 3841 North Roosevelt
Boulevard, Key West, FL. 33040;
telephone: (305) 296—8100.

Council address: Gulf of Mexico
Fishery Management Council, 2203
North Lois Avenue, Suite 1100, Tampa,
FL 33607.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Morgan Kilgour, Fishery Biologist, Gulf
of Mexico Fishery Management Council;
telephone: (813) 348—-1630; fax: (813)
348-1711; email: morgan.kilgour@
gulfcouncil.org.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The items
of discussion on the agenda are as
follows:

Spiny Lobster Review Panel Agenda,
Monday, February 9, 2015, 9 a.m. until
5 p.m.

1. Introductions.

2. Council charge—"If the ACT is
exceeded the Councils will convene a
review panel to determine if corrective
action is necessary to prevent the ACL
from being exceeded. Furthermore, if
the catch exceeds the ACL more than
once in the last four consecutive years,
the entire system of ACLs and AMs
would be re-evaluated as required by
the National Standard 1 guidelines.”

3. Scope of work.

4. Recent spiny lobster landings.

5. Potential factors contributing to
landings increase—topics for
discussion:

a. Former stock assessment summary.

b. Economic value through time.

i. Other factors affecting effort and
catch.

c. Stone crab landings.

d. Types of effort, permits, and
landings.

e. Overview of Annual Catch Target/
Annual Catch Limit/Overfishing Limit
using different metrics.

i. Time series analyses of ACT, ACL,
and OFL.

ii. Mean +1 s.d., 1.5 s.d., and 2 s.d.
using the most recent 10 years data (in
Amendment 10).

iii. Mean +1 s.d., 1.5 s.d., and 2 s.d.
from 2000—present.

f. Other.

i. PaV1 disease prevalence.

ii. Genetic information.

6. Discussion and panel
recommendations.

7. Other Business.

—Adjourn—

For meeting materials see folder
“Spiny Lobster Review Panel meeting
Feb 2015” on Gulf Council file server.
To access the file server, the URL is
https://public.gulfcouncil.org:5001/
webman/index.cgi, or go to the
Council’s Web site and click on the FTP
link in the lower left of the Council Web
site (http://www.gulfcouncil.org). The
username and password are both
“gulfguest”. The Agenda is subject to
change.

The meeting will be webcast over the
internet. A link to the webcast will be
available on the Council’s Web site,
http://www.gulfcouncil.org.

Although non-emergency issues not
contained in this agenda may come
before this group for discussion, those
issues may not be the subject of formal
action during this meeting. Action will
be restricted to those issues specifically
identified in this notice and any issues
arising after publication of this notice
that require emergency action under
section 305(c) of the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act, provided the public has been
notified of the Council’s intent to take
final action to address the emergency.

Special Accommodations

The meeting is physically accessible
to people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to
Kathy Pereira at the Council Office (see
ADDRESSES), at least 5 working days
prior to the meeting.

Note: The times and sequence specified in
this agenda are subject to change.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.

Dated: January 20, 2015.
Tracey L. Thompson,

Acting Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-01146 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648—-XD730

Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management
Council (MAFMC); Public Meetings

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of public meetings.

SUMMARY: The Mid-Atlantic Fishery
Management Council (Council) will
hold public meetings of the Council and
its Committees.

DATES: The meetings will be held
Tuesday, February 10, 2015 through
Thursday, February 12, 2015. For
agenda details, see SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the Doubletree by Hilton Raleigh
Brownstone-University, 1707
Hillsborough Street, Raleigh, NC 27605;
telephone: (919) 828—-0811.

Council address: Mid-Atlantic Fishery
Management Council, 800 N. State St.,
Suite 201, Dover, DE 19901; telephone:
(302) 674-2331.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Christopher M. Moore, Ph.D. Executive
Director, Mid-Atlantic Fishery
Management Council; telephone: (302)
526-5255. The Council’s Web site,
www.mafmec.org also has details on the
meeting location, proposed agenda,
webinar listen-in access, and briefing
materials.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
following items are on the agenda,
however, agenda items may be
addressed out of order (changes will be
noted on the Council’s Web site when
possible.)

Tuesday, February 10, 2015
1 p.m.—3 p.m.
Research Set-Aside (Cooperative
Research) Committee
—Discuss goals for a MAFMC
cooperative research program and
criteria for evaluating success
—Review and decide on a plan of
action, including whether the
following are needed: additional
committee members, a Fishery


https://public.gulfcouncil.org:5001/webman/index.cgi
https://public.gulfcouncil.org:5001/webman/index.cgi
mailto:morgan.kilgour@gulfcouncil.org
mailto:morgan.kilgour@gulfcouncil.org
http://www.gulfcouncil.org
http://www.gulfcouncil.org
http://www.mafmc.org
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Management Action Team (FMAT),
and/or an advisory panel

—Discuss workshop and potential
invitees

3 p.m.

Council Convenes

3 p.m.—5:30 p.m.

Climate Change and Fisheries—
Ecosystem Approach to Fisheries
Management

—NOAA Fisheries Climate Science
Strategy, Roger Griffis—NMFS

—Review Climate White Paper

—Discuss incorporation of climate
change and variability into Council
fishery science and management
programs

Wednesday, February 11, 2015

9 a.m.

Council Convenes

9 a.m.—10:30 a.m.

Surfclam and Ocean Quahog Cost

Recovery Amendment
—Review public hearing comments
—Select preferred alternatives for
submission to NMFS

10:30 a.m.—11:50 a.m.

Omnibus Observer Amendment
—Review and approve document for

public comment and hearings

11:50 a.m.—12 p.m.

Ricks E Savage Award

1 p.m.—5 p.m.

Deep Sea Coral Amendment
—Review public hearing comments
—Select preferred alternatives for

submission to NMFS

5 p.m.—6 p.m.

Listening Session—MRIP New Effort

Estimation Methodology, Rob
Andrews—NMFS

Thursday, February 12, 2015

8 a.m.

Council Convenes

8 a.m.—8:30 a.m.

ACCSP Presentation—Recent Data
Collection Improvements, Mike
Cahall—ACCSP

8:30 a.m.—9 a.m.

Electronic Technology Implementation
Plan—Update, Dan Morris—NMFS

9 am.—1 p.m.

Business Session

Organization Reports

—NMFS Greater Atlantic Regional
Office

—NMFS Northeast Fisheries Science
Center

—Stock Assessment Program Review
and Follow-up

—NOAA Office of General Counsel

—NOAA Office of Law Enforcement

—U.S. Coast Guard

—Atlantic States Marine Fisheries
Commission

Liaison Reports
—New England Council

—South Atlantic Council
Executive Director’s Report, Chris
Moore
Science Report, Rich Seagraves
Committee Reports
—RSA (Cooperative Research)
Committee
—Continuing and New Business

Although non-emergency issues not
contained in this agenda may come
before this group for discussion, in
accordance with the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act (Magnuson-Stevens Act), those
issues may not be the subject of formal
action during these meetings. Actions
will be restricted to those issues
specifically identified in this notice and
any issues arising after publication of
this notice that require emergency
action under section 305(c) of the
Magnuson-Stevens Act, provided the
public has been notified of the Council’s
intent to take final action to address the
emergency.

Special Accommodations

These meetings are physically
accessible to people with disabilities.
Requests for sign language
interpretation or other auxiliary aid
should be directed to M. Jan Saunders,
(302) 5265251, at least 5 days prior to
the meeting date.

Dated: January 20, 2015.
Tracey L. Thompson,

Acting Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-01147 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648-XD602

Takes of Marine Mammals Incidental to
Specified Activities; Taking Marine
Mammals Incidental to Rocky Intertidal
Monitoring Surveys on the South
Farallon Islands, California

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice; issuance of an incidental
harassment authorization.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Marine Mammal Protection Act
(MMPA) regulations, notification is
hereby given that NMFS has issued an
Incidental Harassment Authorization
(IHA) to the National Ocean Service’s
Office of National Marine Sanctuaries

Gulf of the Farallones National Marine
Sanctuary (GFNMS) to take marine
mammals, by harassment, incidental to
rocky intertidal monitoring work and
searching for black abalone, components
of the Sanctuary Ecosystem Assessment
Surveys.

DATES: Effective January 10, 2015,
through January 30, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Electronic copies of the
authorization, application, and
associated Environmental Assessment
(EA) and Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI) may be obtained by
writing to Jolie Harrison, Supervisor,
Incidental Take Program, Permits and
Conservation Division, Office of
Protected Resources, National Marine
Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West
Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910,
telephoning the contact listed below
(see FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT),
or visiting the internet at: http://
www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/
incidental.htm. Documents cited in this
notice may also be viewed, by
appointment, during regular business
hours, at the aforementioned address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert Pauline, Office of Protected
Resources, NMFS, (301) 427—8401.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Sections 101(a)(5)(A) and (D) of the
MMPA (16 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) direct
the Secretary of Commerce to allow,
upon request, the incidental, but not
intentional, taking of small numbers of
marine mammals by U.S. citizens who
engage in a specified activity (other than
commercial fishing) within a specified
geographical region if certain findings
are made and either regulations are
issued or, if the taking is limited to
harassment, a notice of a proposed
authorization is provided to the public
for review.

Authorization for incidental takings
shall be granted if NMFS finds that the
taking will have a negligible impact on
the species or stock(s), will not have an
unmitigable adverse impact on the
availability of the species or stock(s) for
subsistence uses (where relevant), and if
the permissible methods of taking, other
means of effecting the least practicable
impact on the species or stock and its
habitat, and requirements pertaining to
the mitigation, monitoring and reporting
of such takings are set forth. NMFS has
defined “negligible impact” in 50 CFR
216.103 as ‘. . . an impact resulting
from the specified activity that cannot
be reasonably expected to, and is not
reasonably likely to, adversely affect the
species or stock through effects on
annual rates of recruitment or survival.”


http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/incidental.htm
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/incidental.htm
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/incidental.htm
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Except with respect to certain
activities not pertinent here, the MMPA
defines “harassment” as: “Any act of
pursuit, torment, or annoyance which (i)
has the potential to injure a marine
mammal or marine mammal stock in the
wild [Level A harassment]; or (ii) has
the potential to disturb a marine
mammal or marine mammal stock in the
wild by causing disruption of behavioral
patterns, including, but not limited to,
migration, breathing, nursing, breeding,
feeding, or sheltering [Level B
harassment].”

Summary of Request

On August 18, 2014 NMFS received
an application from GFNMS for the
taking of marine mammals incidental to
rocky intertidal monitoring work and
searching for black abalone. NMFS
determined that the application was
adequate and complete on August 29,
2014. On December 2, 2014, we
published a notice in the Federal
Register of our proposal to issue an [HA
with preliminary determinations and
explained the basis for the proposal and
preliminary determinations (79 FR
71388). The notice initiated a 30-day
public comment period. Responses are
discussed below. In November 2012,
NMFS issued a 1-year IHA to GFNMS to
take marine mammals incidental to
these same proposed activities (77 FR
68107, November 15, 2012). That IHA
expired on November 7, 2013. However,
GFNMS did not conduct any abalone
sampling during this time period.
Therefore, no take occurred.

GFNMS proposes to continue rocky
intertidal monitoring work and the
search for black abalone in areas
previously unexplored for black abalone
from January 16 through January 23,
2015. All work will be done only during
daylight minus low tides. This is a long-
term study that began in 1992. This IHA
is effective from January 10 through
January 30, 2015 to allow for a bit of
flexibility in the sampling schedule.
Twelve sites are proposed for sampling.
The following specific aspects of the
activities are likely to result in the take
of marine mammals: Presence of survey
personnel near pinniped haulout sites
and approach of survey personnel
towards hauled out pinnipeds. Take, by
Level B harassment only, of individuals
of five species of marine mammals is
anticipated to result from the specified
activity.

Description of the Specified Activity
and Specified Geographic Region

Since the listing of black abalone as
“endangered” under the U.S.
Endangered Species Act (ESA; 16 U.S.C.
1531 et seq.), NMFS has requested that

GFNMS explore as much of the
shoreline as possible, as well as
document and map the location of
quality habitat for black abalone and the
location of known animals. This listing
prompted the need to expand the search
for black abalone into other areas on the
South Farallon Islands (beyond those
that have been studied since 1992) to
gain a better understanding of the
abundance and health of the black
abalone population in this remote and
isolated location. The monitoring is
planned to remain ongoing, and efforts
to assess the status and health of the
black abalone population on the South
Farallon Islands may take several years,
and perhaps decades, because black
abalone tend to be very cryptic and
difficult to find, especially when they
are sparse and infrequent in occurrence.
In order for the assessment of black
abalone to be more comprehensive,
GFNMS needs to expand shore searches
in areas beyond the proximity of their
quantitative quadrat sampling areas and
also into new areas on Southeast
Farallon and Maintop (West End)
Islands. Additional information can be
found in the IHA application (see
ADDRESSES) and the Notice of Proposed
IHA (79 FR 71388, December 2, 2014).

Routine shore activity will continue
to involve the use of only non-
destructive sampling methods to
monitor rocky intertidal algal and
invertebrate species abundances (see
Figure 2 in GFNMS’ application). The
sampling, photographic documentation,
and shore walks for the period of this
IHA have been scheduled to occur from
January 16 through January 23, 2015.
Each survey will last for approximately
4 to 8 days. All work will be done only
during daylight minus, low tides. Each
location (as listed in Tables 2 and 3 in
GFNMS’ application) will be visited/
sampled by five to six biologists, for a
duration of 4-5 hours, one to two times
each minus tide cycle. The Notice of
Proposed IHA contains additional
information on the survey methodology
(79 FR 71388, December 2, 2014). That
information has not changed and is
therefore not repeated here.

Point Blue (formerly named PRBO
Conservation Science) continues its year
round pinniped and seabird research
and monitoring efforts on the South
Farallon Islands, which began in 1968,
under MMPA scientific research permits
and IHAs. GFNMS biologists will gain
access to the sites via boats operated by
Point Blue, with disturbance and
incidental take authorized via IHAs
issued to Point Blue. For this reason,
GFNMS has not requested authorization
for take from disturbance by boat, as

incidental take from that activity is
authorized in a separate IHA.

Specified Geographic Location and
Activity Timeframe

The Farallon Islands consists of a
chain of seven islands located
approximately 48 km (30 mi) west of
San Francisco, near the edge of the
continental shelf and in the geographic
center of the GFNMS (see Figure 1 in
GFNMS'’ application). The land of the
islands above the mean high tide mark
is designated as the Farallon National
Wildlife Refuge (managed by the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service [USFWS]),
while the shore and subtidal below are
in GFNMS. The nearshore and offshore
waters are foraging areas for pinniped
species discussed in this document.

The two largest islands of the seven
islands are the Southeast Farallon and
Maintop (aka West End) Islands. These
and several smaller rocks are
collectively referred to as the South
Farallon Islands and are the subject of
this IHA request. The two largest islands
are separated by only a 9 m (30 ft) wide
surge channel. Together, these islands
are approximately 49 hectares (120
acres) in size with an intertidal
perimeter around both islands of 7.7 km
(4.8 mi).

The areas proposed for sampling are:
Blow Hole Peninsula; Mussel Flat; Dead
Sea Lion Flat; Low Arch; Raven’s Cliff;
Drunk Uncle Islet; East Landing; North
Landing; Fisherman’s Bay; Weather
Service Peninsula; Indian Head; and
Shell Beach (see Figure 2 in GFNMS’
application). Each sample site will be
visited one to two times each minus tide
cycle for 4-5 hours each visit.

The shorelines on these islands,
including areas above the mean high
tide elevation, have become more
heavily used over time as haulout sites
for pinnipeds to rest, give birth, and
molt. The intertidal zones where
GFNMS conducts intertidal monitoring
area also areas where pinnipeds can be
found hauled out on the shore.
Accessing portions of the intertidal
habitat may cause incidental Level B
(behavioral) harassment of pinnipeds
through some unavoidable approaches if
pinnipeds are hauled out directly in the
study plots or while biologists walk
from one location to another. No
motorized equipment is involved in
conducting these surveys. The species
for which Level B harassment is
authorized are: California sea lions
(Zalophus californianus californianus);
harbor seals (Phoca vitulina richardii);
northern elephant seals (Mirounga
angustirostris); Stellar sea lions
(Eumetopias jubatus); and northern fur
seals (Callorhinus ursinus).
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Comments and Responses

A Notice of Proposed THA was
published in the Federal Register on
December 2, 2014 (79 FR 71388) for
public comment. During the 30-day
public comment period, NMFS received
one letter from the Marine Mammal
Commission. No other organizations
provided comments on the proposed
issuance of an IHA for this activity. The
Marine Mammal Commission
recommended that NMFS issue the ITHA,
subject to the inclusion of the proposed
mitigation and monitoring measures.
NMEFS has included all of the mitigation
and monitoring measures in the Notice
of Proposed IHA (79 FR 71388,
December 2, 2014) in the issued IHA.

Description of Marine Mammals in the
Area of the Specified Activity

Many of the shores of the two South
Farallon Islands provide resting,
molting, and breeding habitat for
pinniped species: Northern elephant
seals; harbor seals; California sea lions;
northern fur seals; and Steller sea lions.
California sea lion is the species
anticipated to be encountered most
frequently during the specified activity.
The other four species are only
anticipated to be encountered at some of
the sites. Tables 2 and 3 in GFNMS’
application outline the average and
maximum expected occurrences of each
species at each sampling location,
respectively. Numbers in these tables
are based on weekly surveys conducted
by PRBO (now Point Blue) in January
2012 and 2013. Figures contained in
Appendix I of GFNMS’ application
depict the overlap between pinniped
haulouts and abalone sampling sites.
None of the species noted here are listed
as threatened and endangered under the
ESA. On November 4, 2013, NMFS
published a final rule delisting the
eastern distinct population segment
(DPS) of Steller sea lions (78 FR 66139).
We have determined that this DPS has
recovered and no longer meets the
definition of an endangered or
threatened species under the ESA. The
Steller sea lions on the South Farallon
Islands are part of the eastern DPS.

We refer the public to Carretta et al.
(2014) and Allen and Angliss (2014) for
general information on these species
which are presented below this section.
The publications are available on the
internet at: http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/
pr/sars/pdf/pacific2013_final pdf and
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/sars/pdf/
ak2013_final.pdf. Additional
information on the status, distribution,
seasonal distribution, and life history
can also be found in GFNMS’
application and NMFS’ Notice of

Proposed IHA (79 FR 71388, December
2, 2014). The information has not
changed and is therefore not repeated
here.

California (southern) sea otters
(Enhydra lutris nereis), listed as
threatened under the ESA and
categorized as depleted under the
MMPA, usually range in coastal waters
within 2 km (1.2 mi) of shore. PRBO has
not encountered California sea otters on
Southeast Farallon Island during the
course of seabird or pinniped research
activities over the past five years. This
species is managed by the USFWS and
is not considered further in this notice.

Potential Effects of the Specified
Activity on Marine Mammals

The appearance of researchers may
have the potential to cause Level B
harassment of any pinnipeds hauled out
on Southeast Farallon and Maintop
(West End) Islands. Although marine
mammals are never deliberately
approached by abalone survey
personnel, approach may be
unavoidable if pinnipeds are hauled out
in the immediate vicinity of the
permanent abalone study plots.
Disturbance may result in reactions
ranging from an animal simply
becoming alert to the presence of
researchers (e.g., turning the head,
assuming a more upright posture) to
flushing from the haul-out site into the
water. NMFS does not consider the
lesser reactions to constitute behavioral
harassment, or Level B harassment
takes, but rather assumes that pinnipeds
that move greater than 1 m (3.3 ft) or
change the speed or direction of their
movement in response to the presence
of researchers are behaviorally harassed,
and thus subject to Level B taking.
Animals that respond to the presence of
researchers by becoming alert, but do
not move or change the nature of
locomotion as described, are not
considered to have been subject to
behavioral harassment. NMFS’ Notice of
Proposed IHA (79 FR 71388, December
2, 2014) contains information regarding
potential impacts to marine mammals
from the specified activity. The
information has not changed and is
therefore not repeated here.

Typically, even those reactions
constituting Level B harassment would
result at most in temporary, short-term
disturbance. Researchers will visit
approximately 12 sites over about an 8
day period. Each site visit typically lasts
4-5 hours. Therefore, disturbance of
pinnipeds resulting from the presence of
researchers lasts only for short periods
of time. Because such disturbance is
sporadic, rather than chronic, and of
low intensity, individual marine

mammals are unlikely to incur any
detrimental impacts to vital rates or
ability to forage and, thus, loss of
fitness. Correspondingly, even local
populations, much less the overall
stocks of animals, are extremely
unlikely to accrue any significantly
detrimental impacts.

NMFS does not anticipate that the
activities would result in the injury,
serious injury, or mortality of pinnipeds
because (1) the timing of research visits
would preclude separation of mothers
and pups for four of the pinniped
species, as activities occur outside of the
pupping/breeding season and (2)
elephant seals are generally not
susceptible to disturbance as a result of
researchers’ presence. In addition,
researchers will exercise appropriate
caution approaching sites, especially
when pups are present and will redirect
activities when pups are present.

Anticipated Effects on Marine Mammal
Habitat

The only habitat modification
associated with the proposed activity is
the quadrat locations being marked with
marine epoxy. The plot corners are
marked with a 3x3 cm (1.2x1.2 in) patch
of marine epoxy glued to the benchrock
for relocating the quadrat sites. Markers
have been in place since 1993, and
pinniped populations have increased
throughout the islands during this time.
Maintenance is sometimes required,
which consists of replenishing worn
markers with fresh epoxy or replacing
markers that have become dislodged. No
gas power tools are used, so there is no
potential for noise or accidental fuel
spills disturbing animals and impacting
habitats. Thus, the activity is not
expected to have any habitat-related
effects, including to marine mammal
prey species, that could cause
significant or long-term consequences
for individual marine mammals or their
populations.

Mitigation

In order to issue an incidental take
authorization (ITA) under section
101(a)(5)(D) of the MMPA, NMFS must,
where applicable, set forth the
permissible methods of taking pursuant
to such activity, and other means of
effecting the least practicable impact on
such species or stock and its habitat,
paying particular attention to rookeries,
mating grounds, and areas of similar
significance, and on the availability of
such species or stock for taking for
certain subsistence uses (where
relevant).

GFNMS shall implement several
mitigation measures to reduce potential
take by Level B (behavioral disturbance)


http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/sars/pdf/pacific2013_final.pdf
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/sars/pdf/pacific2013_final.pdf
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/sars/pdf/ak2013_final.pdf
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/sars/pdf/ak2013_final.pdf
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harassment. Measures include: (1)
Coordinating sampling efforts with
other permitted activities (i.e., Point
Blue and USFWS); (2) conducting slow
movements and staying close to the
ground to prevent or minimize
stampeding; (3) avoiding loud noises
(i.e., using hushed voices); (4) vacating
the area as soon as sampling of the site
is completed; (5) monitoring the
offshore area for predators (such as
killer whales and white sharks) and
avoid flushing of pinnipeds when
predators are observed in nearshore
waters; (6) using binoculars to detect
pinnipeds before close approach to
avoid being seen by animals; and (7)
rescheduling work at sites where pups
other than elephant seal pups are
present, unless other means to
accomplishing the work can be done
without causing disturbance to mothers
and dependent pups.

The methodologies and actions noted
in this section will be utilized and
included as mitigation measures in the
THA to ensure that impacts to marine
mammals are mitigated to the lowest
level practicable. The primary method
of mitigating the risk of disturbance to
pinnipeds, which will be in use at all
times, is the selection of judicious
routes of approach to abalone study
sites, avoiding close contact with
pinnipeds hauled out on shore, and the
use of extreme caution upon approach.
In no case will marine mammals be
deliberately approached by abalone
survey personnel, and in all cases every
possible measure will be taken to select
a pathway of approach to study sites
that minimizes the number of marine
mammals potentially harassed. In
general, researchers will stay inshore of
pinnipeds whenever possible to allow
maximum escape to the ocean. Each
visit to a given study site will last for
approximately 4-5 hours, after which
the site is vacated and can be re-
occupied by any marine mammals that
may have been disturbed by the
presence of abalone researchers. By
arriving before low tide, worker
presence will tend to encourage
pinnipeds to move to other areas for the
day before they haul out and settle onto
rocks at low tide.

The following measures are required
to avoid disturbances to elephant seal
pups. Disturbances to females with
dependent pups can be mitigated to the
greatest extent practicable by avoiding
visits to those intertidal sites with
pinnipeds that are actively nursing,
with the exception of northern elephant
seals. The time of year when GFNMS
plans to sample avoids disturbance to
young, dependent pups, with the
exception of northern elephant seals.

Thus, late January/early February, at
minimum, is preferable for the proposed
intertidal survey work in order to
minimize the risk of harassment.
Harassment of nursing northern
elephant seal pups may occur but only
to a limited extent. Disruption of
nursing to northern elephant seal pups
will occur only as biologists pass by the
area. No flushing on nursing northern
elephant seal pups will occur, and no
disturbance to newborn northern
elephant seals (pups less than one week
old) will occur. Moreover, elephant
seals have a much higher tolerance of
nearby human activity than sea lions or
harbor seals. In the event of finding
pinnipeds, other than elephant seals,
breeding and nursing, the intertidal
monitoring activities will be re-directed
to sites where these activities and
behaviors are not occurring. This
mitigation measure will reduce the
possibility of takes by harassment and
further reduce the remote possibility of
serious injury or mortality of dependent
pups.

NMEFS has carefully evaluated
GFNMS’ mitigation measures and
considered a range of other measures in
the context of ensuring that NMFS
prescribes the means of effecting the
least practicable impact on the affected
marine mammal species and stocks and
their habitat. Our evaluation of potential
measures included consideration of the
following factors in relation to one
another:

e The manner in which, and the
degree to which, the successful
implementation of the measure is
expected to minimize adverse impacts
to marine mammals;

e The proven or likely efficacy of the
specific measure to minimize adverse
impacts as planned; and

¢ The practicability of the measure
for applicant implementation.

Based on our evaluation of the
applicant’s final measures, NMFS has
determined that the mitigation measures
provide the means of effecting the least
practicable impact on marine mammal
species or stocks and their habitat,
paying particular attention to rookeries,
mating grounds, and areas of similar
significance.

Monitoring and Reporting

In order to issue an ITA for an
activity, section 101(a)(5)(D) of the
MMPA states that NMFS must, where
applicable, set forth “requirements
pertaining to the monitoring and
reporting of such taking”. The MMPA
implementing regulations at 50 CFR
216.104(a)(13) indicate that requests for
ITAs must include the suggested means
of accomplishing the necessary

monitoring and reporting that will result
in increased knowledge of the species
and of the level of taking or impacts on
populations of marine mammals that are
expected to be present in the proposed
action area.

Currently many aspects of pinniped
research are being conducted by Point
Blue scientists on the Farallon Islands,
which includes elephant seal pup
tagging and behavior observations with
special notice to tagged animals.
Additional observations are always
desired, such as observations of
pinniped carcasses bearing tags, as well
as any rare or unusual marine mammal
occurrences. GFNMS’ observations and
reporting will add to the observational
database and on-going marine mammal
assessments on the Farallon Islands.

GFNMS can add to the knowledge of
pinnipeds on the South Farallon Islands
by noting observations of: (1) Unusual
behaviors, numbers, or distributions of
pinnipeds, such that any potential
follow-up research can be conducted by
the appropriate personnel; (2) tag-
bearing carcasses of pinnipeds, allowing
transmittal of the information to
appropriate agencies and personnel; and
(3) rare or unusual species of marine
mammals for agency follow-up.

Monitoring requirements in relation
to GFNMS’ abalone research surveys
will include observations made by the
applicant. Information recorded will
include species counts (with numbers of
pups/juveniles), numbers of observed
disturbances, and descriptions of the
disturbance behaviors during the
abalone surveys. Observations of
unusual behaviors, numbers, or
distributions of pinnipeds on the South
Farallon Islands will be reported to
NMFS and Point Blue so that any
potential follow-up observations can be
conducted by the appropriate personnel.
In addition, observations of tag-bearing
pinniped carcasses as well as any rare
or unusual species of marine mammals
will be reported to NMFS and Point
Blue.

If at any time injury, serious injury, or
mortality of the species for which take
is authorized should occur, or if take of
any kind of any other marine mammal
occurs, and such action may be a result
of the abalone research, GFNMS will
suspend research activities and contact
NMFS immediately to determine how
best to proceed to ensure that another
injury or death does not occur and to
ensure that the applicant remains in
compliance with the MMPA.

A draft final report must be submitted
to NMFS Office of Protected Resources
within 60 days after the conclusion of
the 2014 field season or 60 days prior
to the start of the next field season if a
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new IHA will be requested. The report
will include a summary of the
information gathered pursuant to the
monitoring requirements set forth in the
IHA. A final report must be submitted
to the Director of the NMFS Office of
Protected Resources and to the NMFS
Southwest Office Regional
Administrator within 30 days after
receiving comments from NMFS on the
draft final report. If no comments are
received from NMFS, the draft final
report will be considered to be the final
report.

Estimated Take by Incidental
Harassment

Except with respect to certain
activities not pertinent here, the MMPA
defines “harassment” as: Any act of
pursuit, torment, or annoyance which (i)
has the potential to injure a marine
mammal or marine mammal stock in the
wild [Level A harassment]; or (ii) has
the potential to disturb a marine
mammal or marine mammal stock in the
wild by causing disruption of behavioral
patterns, including, but not limited to,
migration, breathing, nursing, breeding,
feeding, or sheltering [Level B
harassment].

All anticipated takes would be by
Level B harassment, involving
temporary changes in behavior. The
mitigation and monitoring measures are
expected to minimize the possibility of
injurious or lethal takes such that take
by injury, serious injury, or mortality is
considered remote. Animals hauled out
close to the actual survey sites may be
disturbed by the presence of biologists
and may alter their behavior or attempt
to move away from the researchers. No
motorized equipment is involved in
conducting the abalone monitoring
SUTVEYS.

As discussed earlier, NMFS considers
an animal to have been harassed if it
moved greater than 1 m (3.3 ft) in
response to the researcher’s presence or
if the animal was already moving and
changed direction and/or speed, or if
the animal flushed into the water.
Animals that became alert without such
movements were not considered
harassed. The distribution of pinnipeds

hauled out on beaches is not consistent
throughout the year. The number of
marine mammals disturbed will vary by
month and location. PRBO (now Point
Blue) obtains weekly counts of
pinnipeds on the South Farallon
Islands, dating back to the early 1970s.
GFNMS used data collected by PRBO in
February 2012 and 2013 to estimate the
number of pinnipeds that may
potentially be taken by Level B
(behavioral) harassment. Table 3 in
GFNMS’ THA application and Table 1
here present the maximum numbers of
California sea lions, harbor seals,
northern elephant seals, northern fur
seals, and Steller sea lions that may be
present at the various sampling sites
during the activity timeframe under this
IHA. Based on this information, NMFS
has authorized the take, by Level B
harassment only, of 7,126 California sea
lions, 119 harbor seals, 66 northern
elephant seals, 124 northern fur seals,
and 112 Steller sea lions. These
numbers are considered to be maximum
take estimates; therefore, actual take
may be slightly less if animals decide to
haul out at a different location for the
day or animals are out foraging at the
time of the survey activities.

Negligible Impact and Small Numbers
Analysis and Determinations

NMFS typically includes our
negligible impact and small numbers
analyses and determinations under the
same section heading of our Federal
Register notices. Despite co-locating
these terms, we acknowledge that
negligible impact and small numbers are
distinct standards under the MMPA and
treat them as such. The analyses
presented below do not conflate the two
standards; instead, each standard has
been considered independently, and we
have applied the relevant factors to
inform our negligible impact and small
numbers determinations.

NMFS has defined “negligible
impact” in 50 CFR 216.103 as ‘. .
impact resulting from the specified
activity that cannot be reasonably
expected to, and is not reasonably likely
to, adversely affect the species or stock
through effects on annual rates of

. an

recruitment or survival.” In making a
negligible impact determination, NMFS
considers a variety of factors, including
but not limited to: (1) The number of
anticipated mortalities; (2) the number
and nature of anticipated injuries; (3)
the number, nature, intensity, and
duration of Level B harassment; and (4)
the context in which the take occurs.

No injuries or mortalities are
anticipated to occur as a result of
GFNMS'’ rocky intertidal monitoring
work and searching for black abalone,
and none are authorized. The behavioral
harassments that could occur would be
of limited duration, as researchers will
only conduct sampling over a period of
8 days. Additionally, each site is
sampled for approximately 4-5 hours
before moving to the next sampling site.
Therefore, disturbance will be limited to
a short duration, allowing pinnipeds to
reoccupy the sites within a short
amount of time.

Some of the pinniped species use the
islands to conduct pupping and/or
breeding. However, with the exception
of northern elephant seals, GFNMS will
conduct its abalone site sampling
outside of the pupping/breeding
seasons. GFNMS will implement
measures to minimize impacts to
northern elephant seals nursing or
tending to dependent pups. Such
measures will avoid mother/pup
separation or trampling of pups.

None of the five marine mammal
species anticipated to occur in the
activity area are listed as threatened or
endangered under the ESA. Table 2 in
this document presents the abundance
of each species or stock, the authorized
take estimates, and the percentage of the
affected populations or stocks that may
be taken by harassment. Based on these
estimates, GFNMS would take less than
1% of each species or stock, with the
exception of the California sea lion,
which would result in an estimated take
of 2.4% of the stock. Because these are
maximum estimates, actual take
numbers are likely to be lower, as some
animals may select other haulout sites
the day the researchers are present.
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P
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Table 1. Estimated number of animals to be disturbed at each sampling site during from January 16 through January 23, 2015
based on maximum daily counts of pinnipeds estimated from PRBO monitoring data and the total proposed number of Level B
harassment takes to be authorized for each species.
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CA Sea Lion January 2012 0 497 539 941 620 250 871 1153 1655 600
CA Sea Lion January 2013 0 251 464 192 569 153 220 675 732 169
Maximum 0 497 539 941 620 250 871 1183 1655 600 7126
Harbor Seal January 2012 8 6 0 38 0 0 0 0 0 0
Harbor Seal January 2013 14 20 10 73 0 2 0 0 0 0
Maximum 14 20 10 73 0 2 0 0 0 0 119
N. Elephant Seal January 2012 0 4 0 2 29 0 0 15 7 0
N. Elephant Seal January 2013 0 4 4 7 25 0 0 8 0 0
Maximum 0 4 4 7 29 0 0 15 7 0 66
N. Fur Seal January 2012 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 62 0 0
N. Fur Seal January 2013 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 0
Maximum 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 62 0 0 124>
Steller Sea Lion January 2012 0 0 8 2 0 0 8 17 23 0
Steller Sea Lion January 2013 0 2 30 13 1 0 2 35 17 0
Maximum 0 2 30 13 1 0 8 35 23 0 112
MAXIMUM TOTAL 7547

*A high but undetermined population growth rate for northern fur seals on the South Farallon Islands is anticipated. Therefore,
the maximum total for fur seals has been doubled.

BILLING CODE 3510-22-C

Based on the analysis contained
herein of the likely effects of the
specified activity on marine mammals
and their habitat, and taking into
consideration the implementation of the

mitigation and monitoring measures,
NMFS finds that the rocky intertidal
monitoring program will result in the
incidental take of small numbers of
marine mammals, by Level B

harassment only, and that the total
taking from the rocky intertidal
monitoring program will have a
negligible impact on the affected species

or stocks.

TABLE 2—POPULATION ABUNDANCE ESTIMATES, TOTAL PROPOSED LEVEL B TAKE, AND PERCENTAGE OF POPULATION
THAT MAY BE TAKEN FOR THE POTENTIALLY AFFECTED SPECIES DURING THE PROPOSED ROCKY INTERTIDAL MONI-

TORING PROGRAM

Percentage of
Species Abundance * nge’fgqgigd stock gr
population
[ P4 0T s Y- | SRR 30,196 ...cccveeveeeeis 119 04
(0= 1110 g 1= RS Y=Y T I T o USRS 296,750 ..ooeviiiieeiiienn. 7,126 2.4
Northern Elephant S€al ..........ccooeiieiiiieecee e s e eeee e 124,000 ....ccccvvveveeennne 66 0.05
Steller Sea Lion 63,160 to 78,198 ....... 112 0.1-0.2
NOMhErn FUr SEaI .......oeoiiiiieee e 12,844 ..., *124 0.01

* Abundance estimates are taken from the 2013 U.S. Pacific Marine Mammal Stock Assessments (Carretta et al., 2014) and 2013 Alaska Ma-
rine Mammal Stock Assessments (Allen and Anglis, 2014).
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Impact on Availability of Affected
Species or Stock for Taking for
Subsistence Uses

There are no relevant subsistence uses
of marine mammals implicated by this
action. Therefore, NMFS has
determined that the total taking of
affected species or stocks would not
have an unmitigable adverse impact on
the availability of such species or stocks
for taking for subsistence purposes.

Endangered Species Act (ESA)

None of the marine mammals for
which incidental take is proposed are
listed as threatened or endangered
under the ESA. Therefore, NMFS has
determined that issuance of the IHA to
GFNMS under section 101(a)(5)(D) of
the MMPA will have no effect on
species listed as threatened or
endangered under the ESA.

National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA)

In 2012, we prepared an EA analyzing
the potential effects to the human
environment from conducting rocky
intertidal surveys along the California
and Oregon coasts and issued a FONSI
on the issuance of an IHA for GFNMS’
rocky intertidal surveys in accordance
with section 6.01 of the NOAA
Administrative Order 216-6
(Environmental Review Procedures for
Implementing the National
Environmental Policy Act, May 20,
1999). GFNMS'’ proposed activities and
impacts for 2015 are within the scope of
our 2012 EA and FONSI. We have
reviewed the 2012 EA and determined
that there are no new direct, indirect, or
cumulative impacts to the human and
natural environment associated with the
IHA requiring evaluation in a
supplemental EA and we, therefore,
reaffirm the 2012 FONSI.

Authorization

As a result of these determinations,
NMEFS has authorized the take of marine
mammals incidental to GFNMS’ rocky
intertidal and black abalone monitoring
research activities, provided the
previously mentioned mitigation,
monitoring, and reporting requirements
are incorporated.

Dated: January 15, 2015.
Donna S. Wieting,

Director, Office of Protected Resources,
National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-01154 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648-XD660

Takes of Marine Mammals Incidental to
Specified Activities; Seabird Research
Activities in Central California, 2015—-
2016; Correction

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice; proposed incidental
harassment authorization; correction.

SUMMARY: NMFS published a notice in
the Federal Register on December 23,
2014, concerning an application from
Point Blue Conservation Science (Point
Blue) requesting an Incidental
Harassment Authorization
(Authorization) to take marine
mammals, by harassment, incidental to
conducting proposed seabird research
activities on Southeast Farallon Island,
Ano Nuevo Island, and Point Reyes
National Seashore in central California
from January 2015 through January
2016. The December 23, 2014 notice did
not contain an ending date for the
public comment period. This notice
correctly identifies the end of the public
comment period as January 23, 2015.
DATES: Comments must be received by
January 23, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jeannine Cody, Office of Protected
Resources, NMFS (301) 427—-8401.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Correction

In the Federal Register of December
23, 2014, FR Doc. 2014—-29991, on page
76975, in the second column, the DATES
section was omitted and this correction
has added it to inform the public of the
comment end date.

Dated: January 12, 2015.

Donna S. Wieting,

Director, Office of Protected Resources,
National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-01136 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Patent and Trademark Office
[Docket No. PTO-C—-2014-0074]

National Medal of Technology and
Innovation Call for 2015 Nominations

AGENCY: United States Patent and
Trademark Office.

ACTION: Notice and request for
nominations.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(United States Patent and Trademark
Office) is accepting nominations for the
National Medal of Technology and
Innovation (NMTI). Since establishment
by Congress in the Stevenson-Wydler
Technology Innovation Act of 1980, the
President of the United States has
awarded the annual National Medal of
Technology and Innovation (initially
known as the National Medal of
Technology) to our nation’s leading
innovators. If you know of a candidate
who has made an outstanding
contribution to the country’s economic,
environmental, or social well-being
through the promotion of technology,
technological innovation, or the
development of technological
manpower, you may obtain a
nomination form from: http://
www.uspto.gov/about/nmti/index.jsp.
ADDRESSES: The NMTI nomination form
for the year 2015 may be obtained by
visiting the USPTO Web site at http://
www.uspto.gov/about/nmti/index.jsp.
Nomination applications should be
submitted to John Palafoutas, Program
Manager, National Medal of Technology
and Innovation Program, by electronic
mail to NMTIQuspto.gov or by postal
mail to: John Palafoutas, NMTI Program
Manager, United States Patent and
Trademark Office, P.O. Box 1450,
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450.
DATES: The deadline for submission of
a nomination is June 1, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
Palafoutas, Program Manager, National
Medal of Technology and Innovation
Program, United States Patent and
Trademark Office, 600 Dulany Street,
Alexandria, VA 22314; by telephone:
(571) 272-9821 or by electronic mail:
nmti@uspto.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

As provided by Congress in the
Stevenson-Wydler Technology
Innovation Act of 1980, the National
Medal of Technology was first awarded
in 1985. On August 9, 2007, the
President signed the America
COMPETES (Creating Opportunities to
Meaningfully Promote Excellence in
Technology, Education, and Science)
Act of 2007. The Act amended Section
16 of the Stevenson-Wydler Technology
Innovation Act of 1980, changing the
name of the Medal to the ‘“National
Medal of Technology and Innovation.”
The NMTI is the highest honor awarded
by the President of the United States to
America’s leading innovators in the
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field of technology and is given
annually to individuals, teams, or
companies/non-profits who have made
outstanding contributions to the
promotion of technology or
technological innovation, or to the
development of technological
manpower, for the improvement of the
economic, environmental, or social
well-being of the United States. The
primary purpose of the NMTT is to
recognize American innovators whose
vision, creativity, and brilliance in
moving ideas to market or in developing
the nation’s technological manpower
has had a profound and significant
impact on our economy and way of life.
The NMTT highlights the national
importance of fostering technological
innovation based upon solid science,
resulting in commercially successful
products and services.

Eligibility and Nomination Criteria

Nomination Guidelines containing
information on eligibility and
nomination criteria are available at
http://www.uspto.gov/about/nmti/
guidelines.jsp.

Dated: December 18, 2014.

Michelle K. Lee,

Deputy Under Secretary of Commerce for
Intellectual Property and Deputy Director of
the United States Patent and Trademark
Office.

[FR Doc. 2015-01123 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-16-P

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Notice of Intent To Renew
Collection 3038—0072 Registration of
Swap Dealers and Major Swap
Participants

AGENCY: Commodity Futures Trading
Commission.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Commodity Futures
Trading Commission (“Commission” or
“CFTC”) is announcing an opportunity
for public comment on the proposed
collection of certain information by the
agency. Under the Paperwork Reduction
Act (“PRA”), Federal agencies are
required to publish notice in the
Federal Register concerning each
proposed collection of information,
including each proposed extension of an
existing collection of information, and
to allow 60 days for public comment.
This notice solicits comments on
requirements relating to the registration
process for swap dealers and major
swap participants.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before March 24, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by “Renewal of Collection
Pertaining to Registration of Swap
Dealers and Major Swap Participants”
by any of the following methods:

o The Agency’s Web site, at http://
comments.cftc.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments
through the Web site.

o Mail: Christopher Kirkpatrick,
Secretary of the Commission,
Commodity Futures Trading
Commission, Three Lafayette Centre,
1155 21st Street NW., Washington, DC
20581.

e Hand Delivery/Courier: Same as
Mail, above.

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments
through the Portal.

Please submit your comments using
only one method.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Christopher Cummings, Division of
Swap Dealer and Intermediary
Oversight, Commodity Futures Trading
Commission, 1125 21st Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20581; (202) 418-6700;
email: ccummings@cftc.gov, and refer to
OMB Control No. 3038-0072.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the
PRA, Federal agencies must obtain
approval from the Office of Management
and Budget (“OMB”’) for each collection
of information they conduct or sponsor.
“Collection of Information” is defined
in 44 U.S.C. 3502(3) and 5 CFR 1320.3
and includes agency requests or
requirements that members of the public
submit reports, keep records, or provide
information to a third party. Section
3506(c)(2)(A) of the PRA, 44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A), requires Federal agencies
to provide a 60-day notice in the
Federal Register concerning each
proposed collection of information
before submitting the collection to OMB
for approval. To comply with this
requirement, the CFTC is publishing
notice of the proposed collection of
information listed below.

Title: Registration of Swap Dealers
and Major Swap Participants (OMB
Control No. 3038—-0072). This is a
request for extension of a currently
approved information collection.

Abstract: Pursuant to Section 731 of
the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and
Consumer Protection Act, Public Law
111-203, 124 Stat. 1376 (2010) (“Dodd-
Frank Act”), the Commission
promulgated regulations setting forth
the procedure whereby persons required
by the Dodd-Frank Act to register with

the Commission as Swap Dealers or
Major Swap Participants may do so.

With respect to the collection of
information, the Commission invites
comments on:

e Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Commission, including whether the
information will have a practical use;

¢ The accuracy of the Commission’s
estimate of the burden of the proposed
collection of information, including the
validity of the methodology and
assumptions used;

e Ways to enhance the quality,
usefulness, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and

e Ways to minimize the burden of
collection of information on those who
are to respond, including through the
use of appropriate automated electronic,
mechanical, or other technological
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology; e.g., permitting
electronic submission of responses.

All comments must be submitted in
English, or if not, accompanied by an
English translation. Comments will be
posted as received to http://
www.cftc.gov. You should submit only
information that you wish to make
available publicly. If you wish the
Commission to consider information
that you believe is exempt from
disclosure under the Freedom of
Information Act, a petition for
confidential treatment of the exempt
information may be submitted according
to the procedures established in § 145.9
of the Commission’s regulations.?

The Commission reserves the right,
but shall have no obligation, to review,
pre-screen, filter, redact, refuse or
remove any or all of your submission
from http://www.cftc.gov that it may
deem to be inappropriate for
publication, such as obscene language.
All submissions that have been redacted
or removed that contain comments on
the merits of the ICR will be retained in
the public comment file and will be
considered as required under the
Administrative Procedure Act and other
applicable laws, and may be accessible
under the Freedom of Information Act.

Burden Statement: The Commission
estimates that the total annual
respondent burden for this collection is
629 hours:

Form 7-R.

Respondents/Affected Entities: Swap
dealers and major swap participants.

Estimated number of respondents:
125.

Estimated burden per response: 1
hour.

117 CFR 145.9.
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Estimated total annual burden on
respondents: 125 hours.

Frequency of collection: On occasion
and annually.

Form 8-R.

Respondents/Affected Entities: 5
principals per each of 125 swap dealers
and major swap participants.

Estimated number of respondents:
625.

Estimated burden per response: 0.8
hour.

Estimated total annual burden on
respondents: 500 hours.

Frequency of collection: On occasion.

Form 8-T.

Respondents/Affected Entities: 1
principal per each of 20 swap dealers
and major swap participants.

Estimated number of respondents: 20.

Estimated burden per response: 0.2
hour.

Estimated total annual burden on
respondents: 4 hours.

Frequency of collection: On occasion.

Authority: 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.
Dated: January 16, 2015.
Christopher J. Kirkpatrick,
Secretary of the Commission.
[FR Doc. 2015-01105 Filed 1-22—-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6351-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Defense Acquisition University Board
of Visitors; Notice of Federal Advisory
Committee Meeting; Cancellation

AGENCY: Defense Acquisition
University, DoD.

ACTION: Meeting notice; cancellation.

SUMMARY: On Tuesday, January 13, 2015
(80 FR 1627-1628), the Department of
Defense published a notice announcing
a meeting of the Defense Acquisition
University Board of Visitors. The
Department of Defense is publishing
this notice to announce the cancellation
of this meeting, which was scheduled
for Wednesday, January 28, 2015, from
9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.

DATES: The meeting scheduled for
Wednesday, January 28, 2015, from 9:00
a.m. to 12:00 p.m. has been cancelled.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Caren Hergenroeder, Protocol Director,
DAU. Phone: 703-805-5134. Fax: 703—
805—5940. Email: caren.hergenroeder@
dau.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Due to
difficulties beyond the control of the
Department of Defense, the Designated
Federal Officer was unable to submit the
Federal Register notice pertaining to

cancelling the Defense Acquisition
University Board of Visitors’ meeting,
scheduled for January 28, 2015, that
ensured compliance with the
requirements of 41 CFR 102-3.150(a).
Accordingly, the Advisory Committee
Management Officer for the Department
of Defense, waives the 15-calendar day
notification requirement pursuant to 41
CFR 102-3.150(b).

Dated: January 20, 2015.
Aaron Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2015—01134 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Army, U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers

Notice of Intent To Prepare an
Environmental Assessment and
Conduct Public Scoping Meeting for
the Crescent City Harbor Dredged
Material Management Plan, City of
Crescent and County of Del Norte, CA

AGENCY: Department of the Army, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, DOD.

ACTION: Notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice is
to initiate the scoping process for the
preparation of a Dredged Material
Management Plan (DMMP) and
Environmental Assessment for
continued maintenance dredging at
Crescent City Harbor. The goal of the
plan will be to identify suitable sites for
placement of dredged material to
accommodate maintenance dredging
over the next twenty years.

DATES: A public scoping meeting will be
held on February 11, 2015 at 7:00 p.m.
(PST). Submit comments concerning
this notice on or before February 26,
2015.

ADDRESSES: The scoping meeting
location is the Meeting Room at the
Crescent City Harbor District Office, 101
Citizens Dock Road, Crescent City,
California 95531. Mail written
comments concerning this notice to:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, San
Francisco District, Project Management
Division, ATTN: 1455 Market Street,
San Francisco, CA 94103—-1398.
Comment letters should include the
commenter’s physical mailing address
and the project title in the subject line.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark Wiechmann, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, San Francisco District,
Environmental Resources, 1455 Market
Street, San Francisco CA 94103-1398,

(415) 503-6846, mark.j.wiechmann@
usace.army.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the
Corps intends to prepare a Dredged
Material Management Plan (DMMP) and
accompanying Environmental
Assessment (EA). The primary Federal
actions under consideration are
dredging, dredged material placement,
and transport of dredged material for the
purpose of ocean placement and/or
upland beneficial reuse. The Crescent
City Harbor District is the Non-Federal
Sponsor (NFS). The Draft DMMP is
intended to be sufficient in scope to
address the Federal, state and local
requirements and environmental issues
concerning the proposed activities and
permit approvals.

Project Site and Background
Information: Crescent City Harbor is
located on the Northern California coast
about 280 nautical miles north of San
Francisco and about 17 miles south of
the Oregon border. The harbor is located
on the south edge of a broad marine
terrace bordered on the south and west
by the Pacific Ocean and on the north
and east by densely forested coastal
mountains. Crescent City Harbor is a
shallow-draft critical harbor of refuge,
supporting a U.S. Coast Guard search
and rescue station, commercial and
sport fishing, waterfront industry, and
recreational boating.

The harbor’s naturally crescent-
shaped beach is bound by a 4,700-foot
long rubble-mound outer breakwater to
the west, a 2,400-foot long sand barrier
to the east, and a 1,600-foot rubble-
mound inner breakwater to the south.
The harbor’s opening faces south and is
about 2,000 feet across.

There are currently three federally
constructed and maintained navigation
channels at Crescent City Harbor. The
Inner Harbor Basin Channel extends for
2,200 feet along the inside and around
the tip of the inner breakwater, where it
connects to the Entrance Channel, a 200
foot wide channel that extends 2,200
feet to the outer breakwater. The Marina
Access Channel is 140-210 feet wide
and extends 1,200 feet from the Inner
Harbor Basin Channel to the small boat
basin.

The Entrance Channel has a project
depth of 20 feet mean lower low water
(MLLW) while the interior channels,
Inner Harbor Basin and Marina Access,
have a project depth of 15 feet MLLW.

Proposed Action(S): This study report
will: (1) verify that continued federal
maintenance is justified; and (2) present
a viable 20-year plan for dredging and
disposal of materials associated with
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Crescent City Harbors’ continued
operations and maintenance work.

Four previously used disposal sites:
SF-1, Crescent City Harbor Dredge
Ponds, Beach Nourishment at Whaler
Island and Humboldt Ocean Disposal
Site (HOODS); and four previously
unused disposal sites: SFDODS, Chetco
River Disposal Site (Chetco), an
Offshore Berm area and a potential
Crescent City Harbor Waterfront
Development Plan site will be
evaluated. Figure 1 displays the eight
sites being considered.

Issues: Potentially significant issues
associated with the project may include:
aesthetics/visual impacts, air quality
emissions, biological resource impacts,
environmental justice, geologic impacts
related to seismicity, hazards and
hazardous materials, hydrology and
water quality, noise, traffic and
transportation, and cumulative impacts
from past, present and reasonably
foreseeable future projects.

Scoping Process: The U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers is seeking
participation and input of all interested
federal, state, and local agencies, Native
American groups, and other concerned
private organizations or individuals on
the scope of the draft DMMP and EA
through this public notice. The purpose
of the public scoping meeting is to
solicit comments regarding the potential
impacts, environmental issues, and
alternative placement sites associated
with the proposed action to be
considered in the study report. The
meeting place, date and time will be
advertised in advance in local
newspapers, and meeting
announcement letters will be sent to
interested parties. The final draft DMMP
is expected to be available for public
review and comment in the summer of
2015 and a public meeting will be held
after its publication.

John C. Morrow,

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army, District
Engineer.

[FR Doc. 2015-01030 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3720-58-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Army; Corps of
Engineers

Notice of Availability of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) for the Installation of a Terminal
Groin Structure at the Eastern End of
Ocean Isle Beach, Extending Into the
Atlantic Ocean, West of Shallotte Inlet
(Brunswick County, NC)

AGENCY: Department of the Army, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, DoD.

ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE), Wilmington
District, Wilmington Regulatory Field
Office has received a request for
Department of the Army authorization,
pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act and Section 10 of the Rivers
and Harbor Act, from the Town of
Ocean Isle Beach to install a terminal
groin structure on the east side of Ocean
Isle Beach, extending into the Atlantic
Ocean, just west of Shallotte Inlet. The
structure will be designed to function in
concert with the Federal storm damage
reduction project.

DATES: The public is invited to attend,
and/or comment at, a public hearing to
be held at Union Elementary School,
180 Union School Rd., NW., Shallotte,
NC 28459, on February 24, at 6:00 p.m.
Written comments on the DEIS will be
received until 5 p.m., March 9, 2015.
ADDRESSES: Copies of comments and
questions regarding the DEIS may be
submitted to: U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (Corps), Wilmington District,
Regulatory Division, c/o Mr. Tyler
Crumbley. ATTN: File Number SAW—
2011-01241, 69 Darlington Avenue,
Wilmington, NC 28403.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Questions about the proposed action
and DEIS can be directed to Mr. Tyler
Crumbley, Wilmington Regulatory Field
Office, telephone: (910) 251-4170,
facsimile (910) 251-4025, or email at
tyler.crumbley@usace.army.mil.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Project Description. The Town of
Ocean Isle Beach is seeking Federal and
State authorization for construction of a
terminal groin, and associated beach
fillet with required maintenance, to be
located at the eastern end of Ocean Isle
Beach. The proposed terminal groin and
beach fillet is the Town’s preferred
alternative (#5) of five alternatives
considered in this document. Under the
preferred alternative, the terminal groin
would have a seaward section extending
750-feet seaward of the April 2007 mean
high water shoreline and a 300-foot

shore anchorage section extending
landward of the April 2007 mean high
water shoreline. The seaward section
would be constructed with loosely
placed armor stone to facilitate the
movement of sand past the structure.
The shore anchorage section would be
constructed with sheet pile which
would have a top elevation varying from
+4.9 feet NAVD to +4.5 feet NAVD.

The proposed terminal groin is one of
four such structures approved by the
General Assembly to be constructed in
North Carolina following passing of
Senate Bill (SB) 110. The U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE) determined
that there is sufficient information to
conclude that the project would result
in significant adverse impact on the
human environment, and has prepared
a DEIS pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to
evaluate the environmental effects of the
alternatives considering the project’s
purpose and need. The purpose and
need of the proposed terminal groin and
beach fillet is to provide shoreline
protection that would mitigate chronic
erosion on the eastern portion on the
Town’s oceanfront shoreline so as to
preserve the integrity of its
infrastructure, provide protection to
existing development, and ensure the
continued use of the oceanfront beach
along this area.

2. Issues. There are several potential
environmental and public interest
issues that are addressed in the DEIS.
Public interest issues include, but are
not limited to, the following: Public
safety, aesthetics, recreation, navigation,
infrastructure, solid waste, economics,
and noise pollution. Additional issues
may be identified during the public
review process. Issues initially
identified as potentially significant
include:

a. Potential impacts to marine
biological resources (benthic organisms,
passageway for fish and other marine
life) and Essential Fish Habitat.

b. Potential impacts to threatened and
endangered marine mammals, reptiles,
birds, fish, and plants.

c. Potential for effects/changes to
Ocean Isle beach, Holden Beach, and
Shallotte inlet, respectively.

d. Potential impacts to navigation.

e. Potential effects on regional sand
sources and sand management practices,
including the Federal (Ocean Isle Beach
storm damage reduction) project.

f. Potential effects of shoreline
protection.

g. Potential impacts on public health
and safety.

h. Potential impacts to recreational
and commercial fishing.
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i. Potential impacts to cultural
resources.

j. Potential impacts to future dredging
and nourishment activities.

3. Alternatives. Five alternatives are
being considered for the proposed
project. These alternatives, including
the No Action alternative, were further
formulated and developed during the
scoping process and are considered in
the DEIS. A summary of alternatives
under consideration are provided
below:

a. Alternative 1—No Action (Continue
Current Management Practices).

b. Alternative 2—Abandon/Retreat.

c. Alternative 3—Beach Fill Only
(Including Federal Project).

d. Alternative 4—Shallotte Inlet Bar
Channel Realignment with Beach Fill
(Including Federal Project).

e. Alternative 5—Terminal Groin with
Beach Fill (Including Federal Project)/
Applicants Preferred Alternative.

4. Scoping Process. Project Review
Team meetings were held to receive
comments and assess concerns
regarding the appropriate scope and
preparation of the DEIS. Federal, state,
and local agencies and other interested
organizations and persons participated
in these Project Review Team meetings.

The Corps will initiate consultation
with the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service pursuant to the Endangered
Species Act and the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act. The Corps will also
consult with the National Marine
Fisheries Service pursuant to the
Magnuson-Stevens Act and Endangered
Species Act. The Corps will coordinate
with the State Department of Cultural
Resources pursuant to Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act.

Potential water quality concerns will
be addressed pursuant to Section 401 of
the Clean Water Act through
coordination with the North Carolina
Divisions of Coastal Management (DCM)
and Water Resources (DWR). This
coordination will insure consistency
with the Coastal Zone Management Act
and project compliance with water
quality standards. The Corps has
coordinated closely with DCM in the
development of the DEIS to ensure the
process complies with State
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA)
requirements, as well as the NEPA
requirements. The DEIS has been
designed to consolidate both NEPA and
SEPA processes to eliminate
duplications.

5. Availability of the DEIS. The DEIS
has been published and circulated. The
DEIS for the proposal can be found at
the following link: http://
www.saw.usace.army.mil/Missions/
RegulatoryPermitProgram.aspx under

Major Projects/Town of Ocean Isle
Terminal Groin Project. The public is
invited to attend, and/or comment at, a
public hearing to be held at Union
Elementary School, 180 Union School
Rd., NW., Shallotte, NC 28459, on
February 24, at 6:00 p.m. Written
comments on the DEIS will be received
until 5 p.m., March 9, 2015.

Dated: January 14, 2015.
Scott McLendon,
Chief, Regulatory Division.
[FR Doc. 2015-01035 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3720-58-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Navy

Notice of Public Meeting for the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for
Military Readiness Activities at the
Fallon Range Training Complex
(FRTC), Nevada

AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DoD.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to Section 102(2)(c)
of the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) of 1969 and regulations
implemented by the Council on
Environmental Quality (40 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) parts 1500—
1508), the Department of the Navy
(DoN) has prepared and filed with the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) to assess the potential
environmental impacts of ongoing and
proposed military training activities
within the FRTC EIS Study Area. The
Bureau of Land Management is a
cooperating agency for this EIS.

With the filing of the Draft EIS, the
DoN is initiating a 46-day public
comment period beginning on January
23, 2015 and ending on March 9, 2015
and has scheduled a public meeting to
inform the public and receive comments
on the accuracy and adequacy of the
Draft EIS. This notice announces the
date and location of the public meeting
and provides supplementary
information about the environmental
planning effort.

Dates and Addresses: The DoN will
hold a public meeting to inform the
public about the proposed action and
alternatives under consideration and to
provide an opportunity for the public to
comment on the accuracy and adequacy
of the environmental analysis presented
in the Draft EIS. Federal, state, and local
agencies and officials, Native American
Indian Tribes and Nations, and
interested organizations and individuals
are encouraged to provide comments in

person at the public meeting or in
writing during the public review period.

A public meeting will be held
between 5:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. on
Thursday, February 19, 2015, at the
Churchill Gounty Commission
Chambers, 155 North Taylor Street,
Fallon, Nevada 89406. The public
meeting will be an open house session
with informational poster stations
staffed by DoN representatives. A brief
DoN presentation will be given at 5:30

.m.

Attendees will be able to submit oral
and written comments during the public
meeting. Oral comments from the public
will be recorded by a certified court
reporter. Equal weight will be given to
oral and written statements. Written
comments may also be submitted to:
Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Southwest, Attention: Ms. Amy Kelley,
Code EV21.AK; 1220 Pacific Highway,
Building 1, 5th Floor; San Diego, CA
92132. Written comments may also be
submitted electronically via the project
Web site (www.FRTCEIS.com).

All comments submitted during the
public review period, oral or written,
will become part of the public record.
All comments will be reviewed and
responded to in the Final EIS. For
consideration in the Final EIS,
comments must be postmarked or
received online by March 9, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Southwest; Attention: Ms. Amy Kelley,
Code EV21.AK; 1220 Pacific Highway
Building 1, 5th Floor; San Diego, CA
92132.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FRTC
is a set of well-defined geographic
training areas in the high desert of
northern Nevada encompassing
airspace, land ranges, and associated
electronic systems used primarily for air
and ground training activities. In total,
the complex encompasses
approximately 230,000 acres of training
land and 12,256 square nautical miles of
airspace. A portion of the FRTC, Naval
Air Station (NAS) Fallon, is located six
miles to the southeast of the city of
Fallon. The land and airspace of the
FRTC comprises the Study Area
evaluated in the Draft EIS.

The DoN’s Proposed Action is to
continue and enhance ground and
aviation training activities within the
existing FRTC study area. To support
training requirements for fleet readiness,
the DoN proposes to adjust training
activities from current levels to the
levels needed to accommodate evolving
mission requirements, including those
resulting from training, tactics
development, testing, and introduction


http://www.saw.usace.army.mil/Missions/RegulatoryPermitProgram.aspx
http://www.saw.usace.army.mil/Missions/RegulatoryPermitProgram.aspx
http://www.saw.usace.army.mil/Missions/RegulatoryPermitProgram.aspx
http://www.FRTCEIS.com

Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 15/Friday, January 23, 2015/ Notices

3571

of new aircraft and weapons systems
into the fleet. A Notice of Intent to
prepare this Draft EIS was published in
the Federal Register on May 28, 2013
(78 FR 31909).

The purpose of the Proposed Action
is to provide sustainable and modern
airspace, range, maneuver areas,
training facilities, and range
infrastructure and resources to fully
support training activities occurring
within the FRTC in accordance with the
assigned roles and missions for the
Naval Strike and Air Warfare Center
(NSAWC) and to provide ground
training opportunities for other
Services. The Proposed Action is
needed to achieve and maintain military
readiness by using the FRTC to support
and conduct military readiness
activities in compliance with the DoN’s
roles and responsibilities under Title 10
of the U.S. Code (U.S.C). To comply
with its 10 U.S.C. 5062 mandates, the
DoN needs to: (1) Maintain current
levels of military readiness by
enhancing training at the FRTG; (2)
accommodate possible future increases
in training activities at the FRTG; (3)
accommodate training activities
associated with force structure changes;
and (4) maintain the long-term viability
of the FRTC as a military training and
testing range.

The Draft EIS evaluates the potential
environmental effects of the following
three alternatives:

1. No Action Alternative: Includes
training activities of the same type, level
of intensity, and frequency are currently
conducted within the FRTC Study Area.
The No Action Alternative provides a
baseline against which the potential
environmental impacts of the other
action alternatives can be compared.

2. Alternative 1: In addition to
baseline training activities, Alternative 1
includes an overall 6 percent increase in
the types of training activities and the
number of training events conducted
within the FRTC Study Area, and
includes force structure changes (e.g.,
new aircraft, weapons, or tactics). The
increased activities are Combat Search
and Rescue exercises, Gunnery Exercise
(Air-to-Ground), High-speed Anti-
radiation Missile Exercises, and Missile
Exercises (Air-to-Ground). In addition,
two activities formerly conducted at the
FRTC, Ground LASER Targeting and
Dismounted Fire and Maneuver, are
included under Alternative 1 as new
activities.

3. Alternative 2: Includes all elements
of Alternative 1. In addition, training
activities of the types currently
conducted would be increased by 10
percent over levels identified in
Alternative 1. This alternative is

identified as the Preferred Alternative in
the Draft EIS.

The Draft EIS provides an analysis of
the potential environmental effects of
the proposed action on the following
resources: Soils; air quality; water
quality; noise (airborne); biological
resources; land use and recreation;
socioeconomics, environmental justice
and protection of children;
transportation; cultural resources; and
public health and safety. The results of
the analysis indicate that
implementation of the Preferred
Alternative (Alternative 2) would result
in no potentially significant
environmental impacts for any resource
area. Consultation with the Nevada
State Historic Preservation Officer
(SHPO) and Native American Tribes
under Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act is pending.

The Draft EIS was distributed to
federal, state, and local agencies and
elected officials, Native American
Indian Tribes and Nations, and other
interested individuals and
organizations. The Draft EIS is available
for public electronic viewing or
download at the project Web site at
www.FRTCEIS.com. A paper copy of the
Draft EIS may be reviewed at each of the
following public libraries:

1. Austin Branch Library, 88 Main
Street, Austin, NV 89310.

2. Carson City Library, 900 North
Roop Street, Carson City, NV 89701.

3. Churchill County Library Annex,
507 South Maine Street, Fallon, NV
89406.

4. Crescent Valley Branch Library,
5045 Tenabo Avenue, Crescent Valley
Town Center, Suite 103, Crescent
Valley, NV 89821.

5. Eureka Branch Library, 80 South
Monroe Street, Eureka, NV 89316.

6. Gabbs Community Library, 602 3rd
Street, Gabbs, NV 89409.

A single compact disc of the Draft EIS
will be made available upon written
request.

(Authority: 35 U.S.C. 207, 37 CFR Part 404)

Dated: January 16, 2015.
N.A. Hagerty-Ford,

Commander, Judge Advocate General’s Corps,
U.S. Navy, Federal Register Liaison Officer.

[FR Doc. 2015-01121 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810-FF-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Application for New Awards; Indian
Education Formula Grants to Local
Educational Agencies

AGENCY: Office of Elementary and
Secondary Education, Department of
Education.

ACTION: Notice.

Overview Information

Indian Education Formula Grants to
Local Educational Agencies Notice
inviting applications for new awards for
fiscal year (FY) 2015.

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
(CFDA) Number: 84.060A.

DATES: Part I of the Formula Grant
Electronic Application System for
Indian Education (EASIE) Applications
Available: January 26, 2015.

Deadline for Transmittal of Part I
Applications: February 27, 2015.

Part II of the Formula Grant EASIE
Applications Available: April 10, 2015.
Deadline for Transmittal of Part IT

Applications: May 15, 2015.

Note: Applicants must meet the deadlines
for both EASIE Part I and Part II to receive
a grant. Any application not meeting the Part
I and Part IT deadlines will not be considered
for funding. Failure to submit the required
supplemental documentation, described in
section IV. 2 Content and Form of
Application Submission, by the EASIE Parts
I and II deadlines will result in an
incomplete application that will not be
considered for funding. The Office of Indian
Education recommends uploading the
documentation at least three days prior to
each closing date to ensure that any potential
submission issues are resolved prior to the
deadlines.

I. Funding Opportunity Description

Purpose of Program: The Indian
Education Formula Grants to Local
Educational Agencies (Formula Grants)
program provides grants to support local
educational agencies (LEAs) and other
eligible entities described in this notice
in reforming and improving elementary
and secondary school programs that
serve Indian students. The Department
funds comprehensive programs that are
designed to help Indian students meet
the same State academic content and
student academic achievement
standards used for all students while
addressing the language and cultural
needs of Indian students. Such
programs include supporting the
professional development of teachers of
Indian students.

In addition, under section 7116 of the
Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965, as amended (ESEA), the
Secretary will, upon receipt of an
acceptable plan for the integration of
education and related services, and in
cooperation with other relevant Federal
agencies, authorize the entity receiving
the funds under this program to
consolidate all Federal formula funds
that are to be used exclusively for
Indian students. Instructions for
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submitting an integration of education
and related services plan are included
in the EASIE, which is described under
Application Process and Submission
Information in section IV of this notice.

Note: Under the Formula Grants program,
applicants are required to develop the project
for which an application is made: (a) In open
consultation with parents and teachers of
Indian students and, if appropriate, Indian
students from secondary schools, including
through public hearings held to provide a full
opportunity to understand the program and
to offer recommendations regarding the
program (section 7114(c)(3)(C) of the ESEA);
(b) with the participation of a parent
committee selected in accordance with
section 7114(c)(4) of the ESEA; and (c) with
the written approval of that parent committee
(section 7114(c)(4) of the ESEA).

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 7421 et seq.

Applicable Regulations: (a) The
Education Department General
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in
34 CFR parts 75, 77, 79, 81, 82, 84, 97,
98, and 99. (b) The Office of
Management and Budget Guidelines to
Agencies on Governmentwide
Debarment and Suspension
(Nonprocurement) in 2 CFR part 180, as
adopted and amended as regulations of
the Department in 2 CFR part 3485. (c)
The Uniform Administrative
Requirements, Cost Principles, and
Audit Requirements for Federal Awards
in 2 CFR part 200, as adopted and
amended in 2 CFR part 3474.

Note: The regulations in 34 CFR part 79
apply to all applicants except federally
recognized Indian tribes.

II. Award Information

Type of Award: Formula grants.

Estimated Available Funds:
$100,381,000.

Estimated Range of Awards: $4,000 to
$2,990,899.

Estimated Average Size of Awards:
$77,216.

Estimated Number of Awards: 1,300.

Note: The Department is not bound by any
estimates in this notice.

Project Period: 12 months.

III. Eligibility Information

1. Eligible Applicants: Certain LEAs,
including charter schools authorized as
LEAs under State law, as prescribed by

section 7112(b) of the ESEA, certain
schools funded by the Bureau of Indian
Education of the U.S. Department of the
Interior, as prescribed by section
7113(d) of the ESEA, and Indian tribes
under certain conditions, as prescribed
by section 7112(c) of the ESEA.

2. a. Cost Sharing or Matching: This
program does not require cost sharing or
matching.

b. Supplement-Not-Supplant: This
program involves supplement-not-
supplant funding requirements. Section
7114(c)(1) of ESEA states that the LEA
will use these grant funds only to
supplement the funds that, in the
absence of these Federal funds, such
agency would make available for the
education of Indian children, and not to
supplant such funds.

IV. Application and Submission
Information

1. How to Request an Application
Package: You can obtain an application
for grants under this program by
contacting EdFacts Partner Support
Center listed under Agency Contacts in
section VI of this notice.

Individuals with disabilities can
obtain a copy of the application package
in an accessible format (e.g., braille,
large print, audiotape, or compact disc)
by contacting the EDFacts Partner
Support Center listed under Agency
Contacts in section VI of this notice.

2. Content and Form of Application
Submission: Requirements concerning
the content of an application, together
with the forms you must submit, are in
EASIE.

a. Supplementary Documentation:
The EASIE application requires the
electronic submission of the following
supplementary documentation.

(i) In EASIE Part I, applicants that are
tribes must upload their verification of
eligibility no later than the deadline for
transmittal of EASIE Part I. The details
of the verification process, which is
necessary to meet the statutory
eligibility requirements for tribes, are in
the application package. Tribes may use
the sample agreement for Tribes
Applying in Lieu of LEAs, which is
available in EASIE as a downloadable
document, as a guide.

(ii) In EASIE Part II, an applicant that
is the lead LEA for a consortium of

LEAs must upload a consortium
agreement that meets the requirements
of 34 CFR 75.128(b) no later than the
deadline for transmittal of EASIE Part II.
The consortium may use the sample
agreement, which is available in EASIE
as a downloadable document, as a
guide.

(iii) In EASIE Part II, an applicant that
is an LEA or consortia of LEAs must
upload the Indian Parent Committee
Approval form no later than the
deadline for transmittal of EASIE Part II.
The required form is available in EASIE.

3. Submission Dates and Times: Part
I of the Formula Grant EASIE
Applications Available: January 26,
2015.

Deadline for Transmittal of Part 1
Applications: February 27, 2015,
11:59:59 p.m., Washington DC time.

Part II of the Formula Grant EASIE
Applications Available: April 10, 2015.

Deadline for Transmittal of Part I
Applications: May 15, 2015, 11:59:59
p-m., Washington DC time.

Applications for grants under this
program must be submitted
electronically using EASIE. For
information (including dates and times)
about how to submit your application
electronically, or in paper format by
mail or hand delivery if you qualify for
an exception to the electronic
submission requirements, please refer to
section IV. 7. Other Submission
Requirements of this notice.

We do not consider an application
that does not comply with the deadline
requirements.

Individuals with disabilities who
need an accommodation or auxiliary aid
in connection with the application
process should contact the person listed
under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT in section VI of this notice. If
the Department provides an
accommodation or auxiliary aid to an
individual with a disability in
connection with the application
process, the individual’s application
remains subject to all other
requirements and limitations in this
notice.

Below are tables summarizing the FY
2015 EASIE deadlines for Part I and Part
1L

Entity type Requirement Open date Close/due date
All applicants ........cccovieeiniieieieeeeeeee EASIE Part | ...cccvvveeeieeeeee e Jan 26, 2015 .... | Feb 27, 2015, 11:59:59 p.m, Wash-
ington DC time.
Tribe in Lieu of LEA(S) ..evvveveeevcieeenieeeene Upload Tribes Applying in Lieu of LEAs | Jan 26, 2015 .... | Feb 27, 2015, 11:59:59 p.m., Wash-
Agreement. ington DC time.
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Applicants must meet the deadlines
for Part I to be eligible to complete Part
II of the application process.

Entity type Requirement Open date Close/due date
All applicants ........ccccevceeeiiiieeeiieeecieeee EASIE Part Il ....ccvvveeeeeeieeee e Apr 10, 2015 ..... May 15, 2015, 11:59:59 p.m., Wash-
ington DC time.
LEA Consortium ......cocvvveenieiiienieeiees Upload Consortium Agreement ............. Apr 10, 2015 .... | May 15, 2015, 11:59:59 p.m., Wash-
ington DC time.
All LEA (and Consortia) applicants ......... Upload Indian Parent Committee Ap- | Apr 10, 2015 ..... May 15, 2015, 11:59:59 p.m., Wash-
proval Form. ington DC time.

4. Intergovernmental Review: This
program is not subject to Executive
Order 12372 and the regulations in 34
CFR part 79.

5. Funding Restrictions: We reference
additional regulations outlining funding
restrictions under Applicable
Regulations in section I of this notice.

6. Data Universal Numbering System
Number, Taxpayer Identification
Number, and System for Award
Management: To do business with the
Department of Education, you must—

a. Have a Data Universal Numbering
System (DUNS) number and a Taxpayer
Identification Number (TIN);

b. Register both your DUNS number
and TIN with the System for Award
Management (SAM) (formerly the
Central Contractor Registry (CCR)), the
Government’s primary registrant
database with information on
registration provided below;

c. Provide your DUNS number and
TIN on your application; and

d. Maintain an active SAM
registration with current information
while your application is under review
by the Department and, if you are
awarded a grant, during the project
period.

You can obtain a DUNS number from
Dun and Bradstreet. A DUNS number
can be created within one to two
business days.

If you are a corporate entity, agency,
institution, or organization, you can
obtain a TIN from the Internal Revenue
Service. If you are an individual, you
can obtain a TIN from the Internal
Revenue Service or the Social Security
Administration. If you need a new TIN,
please allow 2—5 weeks for your TIN to
become active.

The SAM registration process can take
approximately seven business days, but
may take upwards of several weeks,
depending on the completeness and
accuracy of the data entered into the
SAM database by an entity. Thus, if you
think you might want to apply for
Federal financial assistance under a
program administered by the
Department, please allow sufficient time
to obtain and register your DUNS

number and TIN. We strongly
recommend that you register early.

Note: Once your SAM registration is active,
you will need to allow 24 to 48 hours for the
information to be available in Grants.gov. and
before you can submit an application through
Grants.gov.

If you are currently registered with
SAM, you may not need to make any
changes. However, please make certain
that the TIN associated with your DUNS
number is correct. Also note that you
will need to update your registration
annually. This may take three or more
business days.

Information about SAM is available at
www.SAM.gov. To further assist you
with obtaining and registering your
DUNS number and TIN in SAM or
updating your existing SAM account,
we have prepared a SAM.gov Tip Sheet,
which you can find at: http://
www2.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/sam-
fags.html.

7. Other Submission Requirements:
Applications for grants under this
program must be submitted
electronically unless you qualify for an
exception to this requirement in
accordance with the instructions in this
section.

a. Electronic Submission of
Applications.

Applications for grants under the
Formula Grants program, CFDA number
84.060A, must be submitted
electronically using EASIE.

Applications submitted in paper
format will be rejected unless you
qualify for one of the exceptions to the
electronic submission requirement
described later in this section under
Exception to Electronic Submission
Requirement, and follow the submission
rules outlined therein.

EASIE Electronic Application System:
EASIE is an easy-to-use, electronic
application system. This system allows
the Department to review applications
and interact online with applicants
during the application review and
approval process.

The EASIE application is divided into
two parts—Part I and Part II.

Part I, Student Count, provides the
appropriate data-entry screens to submit
your verified Indian student count
totals. Applicants must use the Indian
Student Eligibility Certification Form
(ED 506 Form) to document eligible
Indian students. An ED 506 form must
be completed in full, signed, and dated
by the child’s parent to certify an Indian
student’s eligibility for the program.
Bureau of Indian Education schools will
be required to enter either their Indian
School Equalization Program (ISEP) or
ED 506 Form count as an Indian student
count in Part I of the application.

Also in Part I, new applicants will
indicate the time span for the project
objectives and corresponding activities
and services for American Indian/
Alaska Native (AI/AN) students.
Applicants can choose to set objectives
that remain the same for up to four years
in order to facilitate data collection and
enhance long-term planning. Grantees
that established multi-year project
objectives for current grants will not
have to re-enter information in EASIE
Part II for FY 2015 if they have no
changes to their project objectives,
activities, or coordination of services.
Grantees that previously established
multi-year project objectives and would
like to change the objectives, activities,
or coordination of services for FY 2015
will need to indicate in Part I the
duration of the new selections.

In EASIE Part II, for new applicants or
applicants making changes: First, you
will identify, from a list of possible
programs (e.g., ESEA title I), the
programs in the school district that are
currently coordinated with a title VII
project, or with which the school
district plans to coordinate during the
project year, in accordance with the
statutory requirement to provide a
comprehensive program that includes
other Federal, State, and local funds.
Next you will describe the coordination
of services for AI/AN students and
identify specific project objectives
towards the goal of providing culturally
responsive education for AI/AN
students to meet their academic needs
and help them meet State achievement
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standards. You will also choose the data
sources that will be used to measure
progress towards meeting project
objectives, and on which you will report
in the annual performance report (APR)
after the grant year closes.

Finally, in EASIE Part I, you will
submit a realistic program budget based
on the estimated grant amount that the
EASIE system calculates from the Indian
student count you submitted in EASIE
Part I. After the initial grant amounts are
determined, additional funds may
become available due to such
circumstances as withdrawn
applications or reduction in an
applicant’s student count. An applicant
whose award amount increases or
decreases more than $1,000 must submit
a revised budget prior to receiving its
grant award but will not need to re-
certify its application. For an applicant
that receives an increase or decrease in
its award of less than $1,000, there will
be no need for further action. For any
applicant that receives notification of an
increased award amount following
submission of its original budget, the
applicant must allocate the increased
amount only to previously approved
budget categories.

Registration for Formula Grant EASIE:
Current, former, and new applicants
interested in submitting an Indian
Education Formula Grant EASIE
application must register for Formula
Grant EASIE. Entities are encouraged to
register as soon as possible at the
registration Web site www.easie.org, to
ensure that any potential registration
issues are resolved prior to the deadline
for the submission of an application.
The purpose of the initial registration is
to activate or re-activate entities’ access
to EASIE and to ensure that the correct
entity information (e.g., NCES or DUNS
numbers) is pre-populated into the first
part of Formula Grant EASIE. The
registration Web site does not serve as
the entity’s grant application. For
assistance registering, contact the
EDFacts Partner Support Center listed
under Agency Contacts in section VI of
this notice.

Certification for Formula Grant
EASIE: The applicant’s authorized
representative, who must be an
employee of the applicant, must certify
both Part I and Part IT of EASIE. Only
users with the role type “managing
user” or “certifying official user” in the
EASIE system can certify an application.
The certification process ensures that
the information in the application is
true, reliable, and valid. An applicant
that provides a false statement in the
application is subject to penalties under
the False Claims Act, 18 U.S.C. 1001.

Exception to Electronic Submission
Requirement: You qualify for an
exception to the electronic submission
requirement, and may submit your
application in paper format, if you are
unable to submit an application through
the EASIE system because—

¢ You do not have access to the
Internet; or

¢ You do not have the capacity to
upload documents to the EASIE system;

and

e No later than two weeks before the
application deadline date for Part I (14
calendar days or, if the fourteenth
calendar day before the application
deadline date falls on a Federal holiday,
the next business day following the
Federal holiday), you mail or fax a
written statement to the Department,
explaining which of the two grounds for
an exception prevents you from using
the Internet to submit your application.

If you mail your written statement to
the Department, it must be postmarked
no later than two weeks (14 calendar
days) before the application deadline
date. If you fax your written statement
to the Department, we must receive the
faxed statement no later than two weeks
before the application deadline date.

Address and mail or fax your
statement to: Bernard Garcia, U.S.
Department of Education, Office of
Indian Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue SW., Room 3W115,
Washington, DC 20202-6335. FAX:
(202) 205—0606.

Your paper application must be
submitted in accordance with the mail
or hand delivery instructions described
in this notice.

b. Submission of Paper Applications
by Mail.

If you qualify for an exception to the
electronic submission requirement, you
may mail (through the U.S. Postal
Service or a commercial carrier) your
application to the Department. You
must mail the original and two copies
of your application, on or before the
application deadline dates for both Part
I and Part II, to the Department at the
following address: U.S. Department of
Education, Office of Indian Education,
Attention: CFDA Number 84.060A, 400
Maryland Avenue SW., Room 3W115,
Washington, DC 20202—-6335.

You must show proof of mailing
consisting of one of the following:

(1) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service
postmark.

(2) A legible mail receipt with the
date of mailing stamped by the U.S.
Postal Service.

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or
receipt from a commercial carrier.

(4) Any other proof of mailing
acceptable to the Secretary of the U.S.
Department of Education.

If you mail your application through
the U.S. Postal Service, we do not
accept either of the following as proof
of mailing:

(1) A private metered postmark.

(2) A mail receipt that is not dated by
the U.S. Postal Service.

We will not consider applications
postmarked after the application
deadline date for Part I or Part IL

Note: The U.S. Postal Service does not
uniformly provide a dated postmark. Before
relying on this method, you should check
with your local post office.

c. Submission of Paper Applications
by Hand Delivery.

If you qualify for an exception to the
electronic submission requirement, you
(or a courier service) may deliver your
paper application to the Department by
hand. You must deliver the original and
two copies of your application by hand,
on or before the application deadline
dates for both Part I and Part II, to the
Department at the following address:
U.S. Department of Education, Office of
Indian Education, Attention: CFDA
Number 84.060A, 400 Maryland Avenue
SW., Room 3W115, Washington, DC
20202-6335.

The program office accepts hand
deliveries daily between 8:00 a.m. and
4:30:00 p.m., Washington, DC time,
except Saturdays, Sundays, and Federal
holidays.

Note For Mail or Hand Delivery of Paper
Applications: If you mail or hand deliver
your application to the Department—

(1) You must indicate on the envelope
and—if not provided by the Department—on
your application the CFDA number,
including suffix letter, if any, of the
competition under which you are submitting
your application; and

(2) The program office will mail you a
notification of receipt of your grant
application. If you do not receive this
notification within 15 business days from the
application deadline date, you may contact
the program office at (202) 260-3774.

V. Grant Administration Information

1. Special Conditions: Under 2 CFR
3474.10, the Secretary may impose
special conditions and, in appropriate
circumstances, high-risk conditions on a
grant if the applicant or grantee is not
financially stable; has a history of
unsatisfactory performance; has a
financial or other management system
that does not meet the standards in 2
CFR part 200, subpart D; has not
fulfilled the conditions of a prior grant;
or is otherwise not responsible.

2. Administrative and National Policy
Requirements: We identify
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administrative and national policy
requirements in the application package
and reference these and other
requirements in the Applicable
Regulations section of this notice. We
reference the regulations outlining the
terms and conditions of a grant in the
Applicable Regulations section of this
notice.

3. Reporting: (a) If you apply for a
grant under this competition, you must
ensure that you have in place the
necessary processes and systems to
comply with the reporting requirements
in 2 CFR part 170 should you receive
funding under the competition. This
does not apply if you have an exception
under 2 CFR 170.110(b).

(b) You must submit a performance
report, including financial information,
as directed by the Secretary, within 90
days after the close of the grant year. For
FY 2015, grantees will use a new online
APR designed for these Indian
Education formula grants. Information
on the APR will be located at this link:
http://www2.ed.gov/programs/
indianformula/resources.html.

4. Performance Measures: The
Secretary has established the following
key performance measures for assessing
the effectiveness and efficiency of the
Formula Grants program: (1) The
percentage of AI/AN students in grades
four and eight who score at or above the
basic level in reading on the National
Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP); (2) the percentage of AI/AN
students in grades four and eight who
score at or above the basic level in
mathematics on the NAEP; (3) the
percentage of AI/AN students in grades
three through eight meeting State
performance standards by scoring at the
proficient or the advanced levels in
reading and mathematics on State
assessments; (4) the difference between
the percentage of AI/AN students in
grades three through eight at the
proficient or advanced levels in reading
and mathematics on State assessments
and the percentage of all students
scoring at those levels; (5) the
percentage of AI/AN students who
graduate from high school; and (6) the
percentage of funds used by grantees
prior to award close-out.

VI. Agency Contacts

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
questions about the Formula Grants
program, contact Bernard Garcia, U.S.
Department of Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue SW., Room 3W115,
Washington, DC 20202-6335.
Telephone: (202) 260—1454 or by email:
Bernard.Garcia@ed.gov. For questions
about the EASIE application and
uploading documentation, contact the

EDFacts Partner Support Center,
telephone: 877-457-3336 (877-HLP—
EDEN) or by email at: eden_OIE@ed.gov.
If you use a telecommunications
device for the deaf (TDD) or a text
telephone (TTY), call the EDFacts
Partner Support Center, toll free, at 1—
888—-403-3336 (888—403—-EDEN).

VII. Other Information

Accessible Format: Individuals with
disabilities can obtain this document
and a copy of the application package in
an accessible format (e.g., braille, large
print, audiotape, or compact disc) by
contacting the EDFacts Partner Support
Center listed under Agency Contacts in
section VI of this notice.

Electronic Access to This Document:
The official version of this document is
the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the
official edition of the Federal Register
and the Code of Federal Regulations is
available via the Federal Digital System
at: www.gpo.gov/fdsys. At this site you
can view this document, as well as other
documents of this Department
published in the Federal Register in text
or Adobe Portable Document Format
(PDF). To use PDF you must have
Adobe Acrobat Reader, which is
available free at the site.

You may also access documents of the
Department published in the Federal
Register by using the article search
feature at: www.federalregister.gov.
Specifically, through the advanced
search feature at this site, you can limit
your search to documents published by
the Department.

Dated: January 20, 2015.
Deborah S. Delisle,

Assistant Secretary for Elementary and
Secondary Education.

[FR Doc. 2015-01202 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

National Board for Education
Sciences; Open Meeting

AGENCY: Institute of Education Sciences,
U.S. Department of Education.

ACTION: Announcement of an Open
Meeting

SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the
schedule and proposed agenda of an
upcoming meeting of the National Board
for Education Sciences (NBES). The
notice also describes the functions of
the Committee. Notice of this meeting is
required by Section 10(a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act and is
intended to notify the public of their
opportunity to attend the meeting.

DATES: The NBES meeting will be held
on February 6, 2015, from 9:00 a.m. to
4:00 p.m. Eastern Standard Time.
ADDRESSES: 80 F Street NW., Large
Board Room, Washington, DC 20001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ellie
Pelaez, Designated Federal Official,
NBES, U.S. Department of Education,
555 New Jersey Avenue NW, Room 600
E, Washington, DC 20208; phone: (202)
219-0644; fax: (202) 219-1402; email:
Ellie.Pelaez@ed.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

NBES’s Statutory Authority and
Function: The National Board for
Education Sciences is authorized by
Section 116 of the Education Sciences
Reform Act of 2002 (ESRA), 20 U.S.C.
9516. The Board advises the Director of
the Institute of Education Sciences (IES)
on, among other things, the
establishment of activities to be
supported by the Institute and the
funding for applications for grants,
contracts, and cooperative agreements
for research after the completion of peer
review. The Board also reviews and
evaluates the work of the Institute.

Meeting Agenda: On February 6, 2015,
starting at 9:00 a.m., the Board meeting
will commence and members will
approve the agenda. From 9:15 to 10:45
a.m., the Board will discuss IES’s
Scientific Review Process. Sue Betka,
Acting IES Director and Anne Ricciuti,
IES’s Deputy Director for Science, will
provide opening remarks. Roundtable
discussion by board members will take
place after. A break will take place from
10:45 to 11:00 a.m.

The Board meeting will resume from
11:00 to 12:00 p.m. when the Board will
discuss ‘“Adaptive Designs for IES’s
National Center for Education Statistics
(NCES).” Peggy Carr, Acting
Commissioner of NCES, will provide
opening remarks and a roundtable
discussion by board members will
follow. The meeting will break for a
working lunch for annual ethics training
from 12:00 to 1:00 p.m.

From 1:00 p.m. to 2:00 p.m., the
Commissioners of IES’s national centers
will give an overview of recent
developments at IES. This session will
be followed by a question and answer
period regarding the Commissioners’
reports. A break will take place from
2:00 to 2:15 p.m.

The meeting will resume at 2:15 to
3:45 p.m. when the Board will discuss
“Improving IES’s Research and Training
Grant Programs.” Board members will
engage in a discussion with Joan
McLaughlin, Commissioner, National
Center for Special Education Research,
and Thomas Brock, Commissioner,
National Center for Education Research.
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Closing remarks from Sue Betka and
NBES Chairman David Chard, will take
place from 3:45 to 4:00 p.m., with
adjournment scheduled for 4:00 p.m.

Submission of comments regarding
the Board’s policy recommendations:
There will not be an opportunity for
public comment. However, members of
the public are encouraged to submit
written comments related to NBES to
Ellie Pelaez (see contact information
above). A final agenda is available from
Ellie Pelaez (see contact information
above) and is posted on the Board Web
site http://ies.ed.gov/director/board/
agendas/index.asp.

Access to Records of the Meeting: The
Department will post the official report
of the meeting on the NBES Web site no
later than 90 days after the meeting.
Pursuant to the FACA, the public may
also inspect the materials at 555 New
Jersey Avenue NW., 6th Floor,
Washington, DC, by emailing
Ellie.Pelaez@ed.gov or by calling (202)
219-0644 to schedule an appointment.

Reasonable Accommodations: The
meeting site is accessible to individuals
with disabilities. If you will need an
auxiliary aid or service to participate in
the meeting (e.g., interpreting service,
assistive listening device, or materials in
an alternate format), notify the contact
person listed in this notice by or before
January 30, 2015. Although we will
attempt to meet a request received after
January 30, 2015, we may not be able to
make available the requested auxiliary
aid or service because of insufficient
time to arrange it.

Electronic Access to this Document:
The official version of this document is
the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the
official edition of the Federal Register
and the Code of Federal Regulations is
available via the Federal Digital System
at: www.gpo.gov/fdsys. At this site you
can view this document, as well as all
other documents of this Department
published in the Federal Register, in
text or Adobe Portable Document
Format (PDF). To use PDF, you must
have Adobe Acrobat Reader, which is
available free at the site. You may also
access documents of the Department
published in the Federal Register by
using the article search feature at:
www.federalregister.gov. Specifically,
through the advanced search feature at
this site, you can limit your search to
documents published by the
Department.

Authority: Section 116 of the Education
Sciences Reform Act of 2002 (ESRA), 20
U.S.C. 9516.

Sue Betka,

Acting Director, Institute of Education
Science.

[FR Doc. 2015-01090 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

President’s Board of Advisors on
Historically Black Colleges and
Universities

AGENCY: President’s Board of Advisors
on Historically Black Colleges and
Universities, Office of Undersecretary,
Department of Education.

ACTION: Announcement of an open
meeting.

SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the
agenda for the February 4, 2015,
meeting of the President’s Board of
Advisors on Historically Black Colleges
and Universities (PBA) and provides
information to members of the public on
submitting written comments and on
the process as to how to request time to
make oral comments at the meeting. The
notice also describes the functions of
the Board. Notice of the meeting is
required by § 10(a)(2) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act and intended
to notify the public of its opportunity to
attend.

DATES: The PBA meeting will be held on
February 4, 2015, from 9 a.m. to 2:00
p-m. at the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration Headquarters, 300
E Street SW., Washington, DC 20546.
ADDRESSES: U.S. Department of
Education, White House Initiative on
Historically Black Colleges and
Universities, 400 Maryland Avenue
SW., Washington, DC 20202. The exact
location of the meeting will be
published in the Federal Register and
on the Department’s Web site at
http://www.ed.gov/edblogs/whhbcu/
policy/presidents-board-of-advisors-
pba-on-hbcus/ by January 29, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sedika Franklin, Program Specialist,
U.S. Department of Education, White
House Initiative on Historically Black
Colleges and Universities, 400 Maryland
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20204;
telephone: (202) 453—-5634 or (202) 453—
5630, fax: (202) 453-5632, or email
sedika.franklin@ed.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: PBA’s
Statutory Authority and Function: The
President’s Board of Advisors on
Historically Black Colleges and
Universities (the Board) is established

by Executive Order 13532 (February 26,
2010). The Board is governed by the
provisions of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (FACA), (Pub. L. 92—463;
as amended, 5 U.S.C.A., Appendix 2)
which sets forth standards for the
formation and use of advisory
committees. The purpose of the Board is
to advise the President and the
Secretary of Education (Secretary) on all
matters pertaining to strengthening the
educational capacity of Historically
Black Colleges and Universities
(HBCUs).

The Board shall advise the President
and the Secretary in the following areas:
(i) Improving the identity, visibility, and
distinctive capabilities and overall
competitiveness of HBCUs; (ii) engaging
the philanthropic, business,
government, military, homeland-
security, and education communities in
a national dialogue regarding new
HBCU programs and initiatives; (iii)
improving the ability of HBCUs to
remain fiscally secure institutions that
can assist the nation in reaching its goal
of having the highest proportion of
college graduates by 2020; (iv) elevating
the public awareness of HBCUs; and (v)
encouraging public-private investments
in HBCUs.

Meeting Agenda: In addition to its
review of activities since May 22, 2014,
the meeting agenda will include
subcommittee discussions regarding the
outcome of the National Institute of
Standards and Technology summit held
on November 3, 2014; the White House
Initiative on HBCUs’ 2012 Report to the
President on the Results of the
Participation of Historically Black
Colleges and Universities in Federal
Programs and updates on the draft of the
White House Initiative on HBCUs’ 2013
Report to the President on the Results of
the Participation of Historically Black
Colleges and Universities in Federal
Programs; U.S. Department of
Education’s Under Secretary, Ted
Mitchell will provide an update on
current and new policies/initiatives
from the department; Deputy director,
Ivory Toldson will provide updates on
the HBCU All Star program and discuss
next steps for the HBCU Dashboard;
David Johns, executive director of the
White House Initiative on Educational
Excellence for African Americans will
discuss the joint meeting requirement
for the Board.

Below is a list of agencies, scheduled
to provide updates on fiscal year 2015
activities and outreach during the
February 4, 2015 meeting:

e National Aeronautics and Space

Administration
e U.S. Department of Energy
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Submission of requests to make an
oral comment: There are two methods
the public may use to make an oral
comment at the February 4, 2015
meeting.

Method One: Submit a request by
email to the oswhi-hbcu@ed.gov
mailbox. Please do not send material
directly to PBA members. Requests must
be received by February 2, 2015, and
include the subject line “Oral Comment
Request: (organization name).” The
email must include the name(s), title,
organization/affiliation, mailing
address, email address, telephone
number, of the person(s) requesting to
speak, and a brief summary (not to
exceed one page) of the principal points
to be made during the oral presentation.
All individuals submitting an advance
request in accordance with this notice
will be afforded an opportunity to
speak.

Method Two: Register at the meeting
location on February 4, 2015, to make
an oral comment during the PBA’s
deliberations concerning Historically
Black Colleges and Universities. The
requestor must provide his or her name,
title, organization/affiliation, mailing
address, email address, and telephone
number. Individuals will be selected on
a first-come, first-served basis. If
selected, each commenter may not
exceed three minutes.

All oral comments made will become
part of the official record of the Board.
Similarly, written materials distributed
during oral presentations will become
part of the official record for the
meeting.

Submission of written public
comments: The Committee invites
written comments to be read during the
Public Comment segment of the agenda.
Comments must be received by
February 2, 2015, in the oswhi-hbcu@
ed.gov mailbox and include the subject
line “Written Comments: Public
Comment”. The email must include the
name(s), title, organization/affiliation,
mailing address, email address, and
telephone number, of the person(s)
making the comment. Comments should
be submitted as a Microsoft Word
document or in a medium compatible
with Microsoft Word (not a PDF file)
that is attached to an electronic mail
message (email) or provided in the body
of an email message. Please do not send
material directly to the PBA members.

Access to Records of the Meeting: The
Department will post the official report
of the meeting on the PBA Web site 90
days after the meeting. Pursuant to the
Federal Advisory committee Act
(FACA), the public may also inspect the
materials at 400 Maryland Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC, by emailing oswhi-

hbcu@ed.gov or by calling (202) 453—
5634 to schedule an appointment.

Reasonable Accommodations: The
meeting site is accessible to individuals
with disabilities. If you will need an
auxiliary aid or service to participate in
the meeting (e.g., interpreting service,
assistive listening device, or materials in
an alternate format), notify the contact
person listed in this notice at least one
week before the scheduled meeting date.
Although we will attempt to meet a
request received after that date, we may
not be able to make available the
requested auxiliary aid or service
because of insufficient time to arrange
it.

Electronic Access to this Document:
The official version of this document is
the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the
official edition of the Federal Register
and the Code of Federal Regulations is
available via the Federal Digital System
at: www.gpo.gov/fdsys. At this site you
can view this document, as well as all
other documents of this Department
published in the Federal Register, in
text or Adobe Portable Document
Format (PDF). To use PDF, you must
have Adobe Acrobat Reader, which is
available free at the site. You may also
access documents of the Department
published in the Federal Register by
using the article search feature at:
www.federalregister.gov. Specifically,
through the advanced search feature at
this site, you can limit your search to
documents published by the
Department.

Authority: Presidential Executive Order
13532.

Ted Mitchell,
Under Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2015-01119 Filed 1-22—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Submission of Data by State
Educational Agencies; Submission
Dates for State Revenue and
Expenditure Reports for Fiscal Year
(FY) 2014, Revisions to Those Reports,
and Revisions to Prior Fiscal Year
Reports

AGENCY: National Center for Education
Statistics, Institute of Education
Sciences, Department of Education.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Secretary announces
dates for State educational
agencies(SEAs)to submit expenditure
and revenue data and average daily
attendance statistics on ED Form 2447
(the National Public Education

Financial Survey (NPEFS)) for fiscal
year (FY) 2014, revisions to those
reports, and revisions to prior fiscal year
reports. The Secretary sets these dates to
ensure that data are available to serve as
the basis for timely distribution of
Federal funds. The U.S. Census Bureau
is the data collection agent for this
request of the Department of
Education’s National Center for
Education Statistics (NCES). The data
will be published by NCES and will be
used by the Secretary in the calculation
of allocations for FY 2016 appropriated
funds.

DATES: SEAs can begin submitting data
on Friday, January 30, 2015. The
deadline for the final submission of all
data, including any revisions to
previously submitted data for FY 2013
and FY 2014, is Friday, August 14,
2015. Any resubmissions of FY 2013 or
FY 2014 data by SEAs in response to
requests for clarification, reconciliation,
or other inquiries by NCES or the
Census Bureau must be completed as
soon as possible, but no later than
Tuesday, September 8, 2015. All
outstanding data issues must be
reconciled or resolved by the SEAs,
NCES, and the Census Bureau as soon
as possible, but no later than September
8, 2015.

Addresses and Submission
Information: SEAs may mail ED Form
2447 to: U.S. Census Bureau,
ATTENTION: Governments Division,
Washington, DC 20233-6800.

SEAs may submit data online using
the interactive survey form on the
NPEFS data collection Web site at:
http://surveys.nces.ed.gov/ccdnpefs.
The NPEFS Interactive includes a digital
confirmation page where a personal
identification number (PIN) may be
entered. A successful entry of the PIN
serves as a signature by the authorizing
official. A certification form also may be
printed from the Web site, signed by the
authorizing official, and mailed to the
Governments Division of the Census
Bureau at the Washington, DC address
provided above, no later than five
business days of submission of the
NPEFS Web interactive form.

Alternatively, SEAs may hand-deliver
submissions by 4:00 p.m. (Washington,
DC time) on August 14, 2015, to:
Governments Division, U.S. Census
Bureau, 4600 Silver Hill Road, Suitland,
MD 20746.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Stephen Q. Cornman, NPEFS Project
Director, National Genter for Education
Statistics, Institute of Education
Sciences, U.S. Department of Education.
Telephone: (202) 502—-7338 or by email:
stephen.cornman@ed.gov. You may also
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contact an NPEFS team member (Census
Bureau). Telephone: 1-800-437—4196 or
(301)763-1571 or by email:
Govs.npefs.list@census.gov.

If you use a telecommunications
device for the deaf (TDD) or a text
telephone (TTY), call the Federal Relay
Service (FRS), toll free, at 1-800-877—
8339.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under
section 153(a)(1)(I) of the Education
Sciences Reform Act of 2002, 20 U.S.C.
9543, which authorizes NCES to gather
data on the financing of education,
NCES collects data annually from SEAs
through ED Form 2447. The report from
SEAs includes attendance, revenue, and
expenditure data from which NCES
determines a State’s “‘average per-pupil
expenditure” (SPPE) for elementary and
secondary education, as defined in
section 9101(2) of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965, as
amended (ESEA) (20 U.S.C. 7801(2)).

In addition to using the SPPE data as
general information on the financing of
elementary and secondary education,
the Secretary uses these data directly in
calculating allocations for certain
formula grant programs, including, but
not limited to, title I, part A of the
ESEA, Impact Aid, and Indian
Education programs. Other programs,
such as the Education for Homeless
Children and Youth program under
Title VII of the McKinney-Vento
Homeless Assistance Act and the
Teacher Quality State Grants program
(title II, part A of the ESEA), make use
of SPPE data indirectly because their
formulas are based, in whole or in part,
on State Title I, part A allocations.

In January 2015, the Census Bureau,
acting as the data collection agent for
NCES, will email to SEAs ED Form
2447, with instructions, and will request
that SEAs commence submitting FY
2014 data to the Census Bureau on
Friday, January 30, 2015. SEAs are
urged to submit accurate and complete
data by Friday, March 13, 2015, to
facilitate timely processing.

Submissions by SEAs to the Census
Bureau will be analyzed for accuracy
and returned to each SEA for
verification. SEAs must submit all data,
including any revisions to FY 2013 and
FY 2014 data, to the Census Bureau no
later than Friday, August 14, 2015. Any
resubmissions of FY 2013 or FY 2014
data by SEAs in response to requests for
clarification, reconciliation, or other
inquiries by NCES or the Census Bureau
must be completed by Tuesday,
September 8, 2015. Between August 14,
2015, and September 8, 2015, SEAs may
also, on their own initiative, resubmit
data to resolve issues not addressed in

their final submission of NPEFS data by
August 14, 2015. All outstanding data
issues must be reconciled or resolved by
the SEAs, NCES, and the Census Bureau
as soon as possible, but no later than
September 8, 2015.

In order to facilitate timely
submission of data, the Census Bureau
will send reminder notices to SEAs in
May, June, and July of 2015.

Having accurate, consistent, and
timely information is critical to an
efficient and fair Department of
Education (Department) allocation
process and to the NCES statistical
process. To ensure timely distribution of
Federal education funds based on the
best, most accurate data available, the
Department establishes, for program
funding allocation purposes, Friday,
August 14, 2015, as the final date by
which the SEAs must submit data
online using the interactive survey form
on the NPEFS data collection Web site
at: http://surveys.nces.ed.gov/ccdnpefs
or ED Form 2447 must be submitted.

Any resubmissions of FY 2013 or FY
2014 data by SEAs in response to
requests for clarification, reconciliation,
or other inquiries by NCES or the
Census Bureau must be completed
through the interactive survey form on
the NPEFS data collection Web site or
ED Form 2447 by Tuesday, September 8,
2015. If an SEA submits revised data
after the final deadline that result in a
lower SPPE figure, the SEA’s allocations
may be adjusted downward, or the
Department may direct the SEA to
return funds. SEAs should be aware that
all of these data are subject to audit and
that, if any inaccuracies are discovered
in the audit process, the Department
may seek recovery of overpayments for
the applicable programs.

Note: The following are important dates in
the data collection process for FY 2014:

January 30, 2015—SEAs can begin to
submit accurate and complete data for FY
2014 and revisions to previously submitted
data for FY 2013.

March 13, 2015—Date by which SEAs are
urged to submit accurate and complete data
for FY 2013 and FY 2014.

August 14, 2015—Mandatory final
submission date for FY 2013 and FY 2014
data to be used for program funding
allocation purposes.

September 8, 2015—Mandatory final
deadline for responses by SEAs to requests
for clarification, reconciliation, or other
inquiries by NCES or the Census Bureau. All
data issues must be resolved.

If an SEA’s submission is received by
the Census Bureau after August 14,
2015, the SEA must show one of the
following as proof that the submission
was mailed on or before that date:

1. A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service
postmark.

2. A legible mail receipt with the date
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal
Service.

3. A dated shipping label, invoice, or
receipt from a commercial carrier.

4. Any other proof of mailing
acceptable to the Secretary.

If the SEA mails ED Form 2447
through the U.S. Postal Service, the
Secretary does not accept either of the
following as proof of mailing:

1. A private metered postmark.

2. A mail receipt that is not dated by
the U.S. Postal Service.

Note: The U.S. Postal Service does not
uniformly provide a dated postmark. Before
relying on this method, an SEA should check
with its local post office.

Accessible Format: Individuals with
disabilities may obtain this document in
an accessible format (e.g., braille, large
print, audiotape, or compact disc) on
request to: Mr. Stephen Q. Cornman,
NPEFS Project Director, National Center
for Education Statistics, Institute of
Education Sciences, U.S. Department of
Education. Telephone: (202) 502-7338
or by email: stephen.cornman@ed.gov.

Electronic Access to This Document:
The official version of this document is
the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the
official edition of the Federal Register
and the Code of Federal Regulations is
available via the Federal Digital System
at: www.gpo.gov/fdsys. At this site you
can view this document, as well as all
other documents of this Department
published in the Federal Register, in
text or Adobe Portable Document
Format (PDF). To use PDF you must
have Adobe Acrobat Reader, which is
available free at this site.

You may also access documents of the
Department published in the Federal
Register by using the article search
feature at: www.federalregister.gov.
Specifically, through the advanced
search feature at this site, you can limit
your search to documents published by
the Department.

Authority: 20 U.S.C. 9543.

Dated: January 20, 2015.
Sue Betka,
Acting Director, Institute of Education
Sciences.
[FR Doc. 2015-01201 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Proposed Agency Information
Collection

AGENCY: U.S. Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice and Request for OMB
Review and Comment.
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SUMMARY: The Department of Energy
(DOE) has submitted to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
clearance, a proposal for collection of
information under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. DOE,
Office of Science (SC), has chosen to
leverage the use of Government, Off-the-
Shelf (GOTS) software capabilities to
implement a new consolidated system
called Portfolio Analysis and
Management System (PAMS).

DATES: Comments regarding this
collection must be received on or before
February 23, 2015. If you anticipate that
you will be submitting comments, but
find it difficult to do so within the
period of time allowed by this notice,
please advise the DOE Desk Officer at
OMB of your intention to make a
submission as soon as possible. The
Desk Officer may be telephoned at 202—
395—4650.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be sent to the DOE Desk Officer, Office
of Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Office of Management and Budget, New
Executive Office Building, Room 10102,
735 17th Street NW., Washington, DC
20503.

And to Marina Amoroso, Program
Management Specialist, Office of
Information Technology and Services,
Germantown Building; Room E-180,
U.S. Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Ave. SW., Washington,
DC 20585-1290, Email:
marina.amoroso@science.doe.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Marina Amoroso by email at
marina.amoroso@science.doe.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
section contains the following
information about the information
collection submitted to OMB for review:
(1) OMB No. New; (2) Information
Collection Request Title: Portfolio
Analysis and Management System
(PAMS) Submissions for Letter of Intent
(LOI), Pre-proposals, Interagency
Proposals, and DOE National Laboratory
Proposals; System Registration by
External Users. (3) Type of Request:
New collection; (4) Purpose: This new
system is based on the Health Resources
and Services Administration (HRSA)
Electronic Handbooks software.
Discretionary financial assistance
proposals continue to be collected using
Grants.gov but are imported into PAMS
for use by the program offices. Under
the proposed information collection, an
external interface will be implemented
in PAMS to allow two other types of
proposal submission: DOE National

Laboratories will be able to submit
proposals for technical work
authorizations directly into PAMS,
while other Federal Agencies will be
able to submit Proposals for interagency
awards directly into PAMS. External
users from all institution types will be
able to submit Solicitation Letters of
Intent and Pre-proposals directly into
PAMS. All applicants, whether they
submitted through Grants.gov or PAMS,
will be able to register with PAMS to
view the proposals that were submitted.
They will also be able to maintain a
minimal amount of information in their
personal profile. The proposed
collection will automate and streamline
the submission, tracking, and
correspondence portions of financial
award pre-review processes. The
information collected will be used by
DOE to select applicants and projects for
financial awards. (5) Annual Estimated
Number of Respondents: The following
numbers are calculated using the
average of the number of financial
assistance proposals received in fiscal
year 2006 through fiscal year 2010.
9,920 PAMS registrants, who are to
include 8,000 submitters of lab
proposals, interagency proposals, pre-
proposals, and Letters Of Intent (LOI)
(assuming one person per estimated
submission) and 1,920 reviewers of
proposals submitted through Grants.gov.
(6) Annual Estimated Number of Total
Responses: The Office of Science
receives about 1,000 DOE national
laboratory and interagency proposals
per year, based on a five-year average of
estimated submission numbers (fiscal
year 2006 through fiscal year 2010) and
about 7,000 pre-proposals and letters of
intent per year, based on an estimate of
about 200 per solicitation and the
number of solicitations per year (about
35, based on a five-year average between
fiscal year 2006 and fiscal year 2010);
(7) Annual Estimated Number of Burden
Hours: The time it takes to complete a
form depends upon the type of form
being completed. External users will
need to register with PAMS in order to
access the system. It takes
approximately 30 minutes for external
users to complete the forms required to
become a registered PAMS user. Both
LOI and pre-proposal forms take 15
minutes each, whereas completing a
lab/interagency proposal will take about
2 hours. The reviewers require about 1
hour of analysis, per submission. Based
on the annual estimated number of
responses, broken down by DOE
national laboratory, letter of intent and
pre-proposal, the annual estimated time
required for reviewers to complete
analysis or responses and the time

required for external users to register
with PAMS, the estimated annual
number of burden hours is 10,630.

Total number of unduplicated
respondents: 9,920.

Reports filed per person: 1.
Total annual responses: 9,920.
Total annual burden hours: 10,630.

(8) Annual Estimated Reporting and
Recordkeeping Cost Burden: $0.

Statutory Authority

Section 641 of the Department of
Energy Organization Act, codified at 42
U.S.C. 7251, authorizes the DOE to
collect, use, and retain information that
is mandatory for the financial awards
process. All information comes from
proposals, reviews, and reports that are
submitted to the DOE by authorized
external users (i.e., scientists and
research administrators).

Issued in Washington, DC, on December 1,
2014.
Marina Amoroso,

Deputy Project Manager for Information
Technology and Services, Office of Science.

[FR Doc. 2015-01163 Filed 1-22—-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Notice of Effectiveness of Exempt
Wholesale Generator or Foreign Utility
Company Status

Docket Nos.
Binghamton BOP LLC ....... EG15-1-000
Lost Hills Solar, LLC .......... EG15-2-000
Blackwell Solar, LLC ......... EG15-3-000
Mesquite Creek Wind, LLC | EG15-4-000
Sky Global Power One, EG15-5-000
LLC.
Heritage Stoney Corners EG15-6-000
Wind Farm |, LLC.
Western Antelope Blue Sky | EG15-7-000
Ranch A, LLC.
Duke Energy Miami Fort, EG15-8-000
LLC.
Duke Energy Zimmer, LLC | EG15-9-000
Spanish Town Estate Solar | EG15-10-000
1, LLC.
Diageo USVI Inc ................ FC15-1-000

Take notice that during the month of
December 2014, the status of the above-
captioned entities as Exempt Wholesale
Generators or Foreign Utility Companies
became effective by operation of the
Commission’s regulations. 18 CFR
366.7(a).
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Dated: January 15, 2015.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2015-01043 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Project No. 14640-000]

South Maui Pumped Storage, LLC;
Notice of Preliminary Permit
Application Accepted for Filing and
Soliciting Comments, Motions To
Intervene, and Competing Applications

On October 20, 2014, South Maui
Pumped Storage, LLC, filed an
application for a preliminary permit,
pursuant to section 4(f) of the Federal
Power Act (FPA), proposing to study the
feasibility of the South Maui Pumped
Storage Project (South Maui Project or
project) to be located on the Pacific
Ocean, in unincorporated Maui County,
Hawaii. The sole purpose of a
preliminary permit, if issued, is to grant
the permit holder priority to file a
license application during the permit
term. A preliminary permit does not
authorize the permit holder to perform
any land-disturbing activities or
otherwise enter upon lands or waters
owned by others without the owners’
express permission.

The proposed project would consist of
the following new features: (1) Four
400-foot-long, 200-foot-wide, 50-foot-
high oval concrete storage tanks; (2) a
12,000-foot-long, 4.5-foot-diameter
buried steel penstock; (3) a 150-foot-
long, 68-foot-wide concrete
powerhouse; (4) two 15 megawatt (MW)
Pelton turbine/generators; (5) three 10
MW multi-stage variable speed pumps;
(6) an approximately 400-foot-wide,
450-foot-long tailrace/forebay;? (7) a
12,000-foot-long, 4.5-foot-diameter
buried steel supply pipeline; (8) two 28-
kilovolt transmission lines totaling
8,000 feet long, interconnecting with the
existing Sempra Gas and Power-owned
Auwahi wind turbine transmission line;
(9) a 5.6-mile-long paved access road;
and (10) appurtenant facilities. The
estimated annual generation of the
South Maui Project would be 5.2
gigawatt-hours.

Applicant Contact: Mr. Bart O’Keefe,
United Power Corporation, P.O. Box

1The tailrace/forebay would be a small
constructed inlet from the Pacific Ocean. Flows
from the turbines would discharge into the tailrace/
forebay. Return flows for filling of the storage tanks
would be pumped from the tailrace/forebay.

1916, Discovery Bay, California 94505;
phone: (510) 634—-1550.

FERC Contact: Sean O’Neill; phone:
(202) 502-6462.

Deadline for filing comments, motions
to intervene, competing applications
(without notices of intent), or notices of
intent to file competing applications: 60
days from the issuance of this notice.
Competing applications and notices of
intent must meet the requirements of 18
CFR 4.36.

The Commission strongly encourages
electronic filing. Please file comments,
motions to intervene, notices of intent,
and competing applications using the
Commission’s eFiling system at http://
www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/efiling.asp.
Commenters can submit brief comments
up to 6,000 characters, without prior
registration, using the eComment system
at http://www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/
ecomment.asp. You must include your
name and contact information at the end
of your comments. For assistance,
please contact FERC Online Support at
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov, (866)
208-3676 (toll free), or (202) 502—8659
(TTY). In lieu of electronic filing, please
send a paper copy to: Secretary, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street NE., Washington, DC 20426.
The first page of any filing should
include docket number P—14640-000.

More information about this project,
including a copy of the application, can
be viewed or printed on the “eLibrary”
link of Commission’s Web site at
http://www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/
elibrary.asp. Enter the docket number
(P—14640) in the docket number field to
access the document. For assistance,
contact FERC Online Support.

Dated: January 16, 2015.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2015-01140 Filed 1-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal